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ABSTRACT
Southville Revisited is a quantitative-descriptive study which
examined (1) the extent to which Jews in Memphis. identify with traditional
Jewish values; (2) the effectiveness of current goals and objectives
of the Memphis Jewish communal agencies in satisfying the needs of
the community; (3) the comparison of the 1979 sample of the population
with the respondents in the Southville Survey of 1959; and (4) new di
rections in planning and in expanding Jewish communal services to meet
changing needs evidenced in the current study.
In order to accomplish these goals, the researchers utilized
approximately 75 percent of the questions derived from the 1959 Southville
Survey of Jewish Attitudes.

In addition, the researchers added seventeen

questions pertaining to the Jewish educational level of the respondents,
their views on Israel, and programming for the elderly and Russian im
migrants.

Sixty-four questions, covering 10 pages, were asked of the

respondents in a self-administered questionnaire.
Selection of the 1979 sample was based on a systematic random
selection of Jewish heads of households.

A master list of current

h eads of households was obtained from the Memphis Jewish Federation
from which every thirtieth name was selected.

The target population

was to represent 3 percent of the Jewish heads of households in
Memphis, approximately one hundred persons.

The researchers were

able to obtain seventy-five completed questionnaires.

The process of

dissemination and completion of the questionnaires by the sample
selected began in the month of October 1978 and was completed in
January of 1979.
iii

iv
Major findings of the Southville Revisited study included
the following:

(1) the present sample appears to be an older and

more financially and occupationally secure population than the 1959
respondents; (2) the age, income, education, and length of residence
of the respondents appears to have a significant influence on the Jewish
identity of those questioned; and (3) the importance of Jewish connn.unal
agencies (e.g., Jewish Community Center, Jewish Service Agency) indi
cated by the respondents seems to be offset by the lack of Jewish
identification seen in their programming.

A lack of Jewish educational

background among the 1979 sample was also noticed.

Many of the findings

of the 1979 sample were seen to be similar to those in the 1959 study
in areas such as c.ommitment to Israel.
With the kncwledgz gained from the 1979 sa�ple, a number of
program implications became evident.

These reconnnendations included,

among others, that communal agencies design programs that appeal to
an educated population.

These programs should incorporate identi-

fiable Jewish values and customs.

Programs related to single parents,

separated, ;divorced, or widowed, should be initiated into the local.
Jewish community.

Programs as well as direct services by the Jewish com

munal agencies must therefore be positively ider.tified with Jewish values
and practices in order to have impact upon the Jewish population in
Memphis.
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
Historic.ally every Jew knew what he was--he had been born a
Jew and he served G-d in the manner of his ancestors.

Every Jew also

knew where he stood in relation to those outside his group.

Chris-

tians believed in one ultimate truth, Jews in another; and whether the
Jew and the Christian liv-ed as friends or as enemies, there was nothing to be done to change the basic. relations between them.

1

In this emancipated modern era, the rigidity of two separate
societies--Jewish and Christian--has been relegated to the past.

To-

day, open societies characterized by greater freedom and healthier
interaction among religious and ethnic. groups have been the motivation
for extensive self-examination.

Jews are able to ask themselves how

they feel about being Jews; they seek to discover what non-Jews think
about them and to clarify what they should think about non-Jews.

,..,
.::.

One

of the conclusions formulated from this scrutiny is that Jewish con
tinuity in such an open society is largely based on the ingredient of
Jewish values and the sense of identity its people feel with these
values.

-Marshall Sklare and Hare. Vosk, The Riverton Study: How Jews
Look at Themselves and Their Neighbors (New York: American Jewish
Committee, 1957), p. 5.
2

Ibid.
1

2

This thesis, a quantitative-descriptive study entitled "Southville Revisited, " intends to examine:

(1) the extent to which Jews in

Memphis identify with traditional Jewish value, (2) the effectiveness
of current goals and objectives of the Memphis Jewish communal service
agencies in satisfying the needs of the community, ( 3) a comparison
of the data from the 1979 study with the findings of the original
Southville survey done in 1959, and (4) new directions in planning and
in expanding Jewish communal services to meet any changing needs evidenced in the study.
I.

RATIONALE OF SOUTHVILLE ��1D
"SOUTHVILLE REVI SITED"
. a

Erik Erikson views the concept of identification as ".

lifelong development largely unconscious to the individual and to soci;

ety. 11 ~

One may identify with a "significant other" in one's life and

an ethnic, sociocultural, or political perspective, Dashefsky and
Shapiro assert that socialization and the interaction between social
structure and personality are key factors in determining Jewish ethnic
identification.

I
4

Jewish identity is a very complex concept to define.

Professor

J. L. Talmon said that "the links.holding Jews together are--to use the

3

Erik R. Erikson, " Identity and Identity Diffusion, " The Self
Interaction, Vol. 1, eds. C. Gordcm and K. J. Gergen (New York: John
Wiley and Sons, Inc., 1968), p. 121.

4

Arnold Dashefskey and Howard Shapiro, �thnic Identification
Among American Jews (Lexington, Mass. : D. C. Heath, 1974), p. 3.

3

words of Edmund Burke--as invisble as the air �nd as strong as the
heaviest chains . 11

5

For a Jew, identity is unique because it encom

passes both a religious and a cultural consciousness and history.
Being Jewish involves two aspects which are complimentary:

11

6

membership

in the ethnic group and membership in the religious community.

11

"Jew

ish Identification" can be defined as "a generalized attitude (or set

7
of values) indicative of a personal attachment to the Jewish people."
But for the purposes of t his study, it will be necessary to limit this

definition to a personal attachment dependent on:

(1) direct blood-

lines, (2) an inherent sense of history within the Jewish people.
What are these "generalized attitudes" related to one 1 s attachment to the Jewish people, and how are these attitudes or values unique
to this particular group?

One of the central values among Jews is that

of ethnic consciousness.

This concept may be examined from both an ex

ternal and inte:rnal perspective .
by others to be a separate people.

Historically, Jews have been compelled
From 1654, when the first Jews

landed at New Amsterdam and were permitted to stay only if they did not
prove to be a ' 1 charge 11 upon the state, until World War II and the con
finement of Jews in European ghettos and concentration camps, the Jews
externally designated as outsiders by non-Jews and had to rely on them
selves for survival.

5
1. L. Talmon, The Unique and ��e Universal (London: Secker and
Warburg, 1965), p. 69, as found in Jo hn Slawson, "Jewish Identity in the
United States, Journal of Jewish Communal Servi1:�, Vol. XLVIII, No. l,
Fall, 1971, p. 42.
11

p. 26.

6

Marshall Sklare, America 1 s Jews (New York:

7
Dashefsky and Shapiro, op. cit., p. 9.

Random House, 1971),

4
Ethnic consciousness has also been raised due to internal factors.

It is not enough that an iP.<lividual recogni��es himself as a Jew;

other Jews must also consider him so.

Jewish public opinion reserves

group membership primarily for those born of Jewish mothers who either
practice Judaism, or who are religiously inactive as long as they have
not converted.

Thus, one important aspect of Jewish identity is the

resistance to ac.cepti.1J.g membership in competing religious groups.

Jew

ish group identification in the United States, though, is a matter of
a private confirmation rather than a legally defined identity.

The

8
individual alone makes the decision about his own group icientity.
Another significant internal factor
of a Jewish homeland.

has been the establishment

The fulfillment of the

centuries-old dream of

returning to the land of Israel has generated a new level of Jewish
identity.

This i dentity was heightened with the two most recent Arab

Israeli wars (1967 and 1973) which exposed the vulnerability of the
Israeli so vastly outnumbered by his Arab neighbors.

The creation of

a Jewish State also reiterated the concern. for a spi�itual survival--a
lid<. to the past--as well as a physical survival.
Perhaps the Jew 1 s most identifiable values are related to his
distinctive culture and way of life.

Again, how a Jew views himself in

terms of his sense of belonging to the Jewish people is one such ele
ment.

This is expressed through participation in activities within the

organized Jewish community, e. g. , organizations such as synagogue Men's

8

sklare, op. cit. , pp. 27-28.

5
Clubs or B'nai B'rith, etc. , and through his close association with
other Jews--his preference for .Jewish friends.

9

A knowledge of Jewish culture and a high regard for the value of
Jewish heritage constitute two significant elements in Jewish identity.
Conformity to Jewish culture is usually analyzed in religious terms:
faith in G-d and observance of Jewish religious practices.

10

Essential

to this culture is the Jew's negative attitude toward conversion and
intermarriage.

Both these attitudes, important in maintaining the high

e.st of cultural and ethical standards, are integral parts of the unique
ness of a Jewish identity .

Associated with these cultural elements are

the established ethical standards of the Jew.

One of the various ethi-

cal beliefs is the important role philanthropy (tzedakah) plays.
Many years ago Jewish communal service agencies were created to
insure the survival of Jewish identity, and to assess the needs and
establish priorities within Jewish communities.

Motivated by both the

internal and external factors influencing their identity, many Jews
today focus their lives around these institutions.

To promote Jewish

survival, they have fashioned a compact form of Jewish settlement with
a full complement o f Jewish institutions .

Thus, since 1930, the

9

Marshall Sklare, Social Patterns of An American Group
(Glenco, Ill.: Free Press, 1958), p. 25 .

10
Arnold A. Lasker, "What Parents Want From the Jewish Education of Their Children," Journal of Jewish Communal. Service, Vol. LII,
No . 4, Summer 1976, p. 396.

6
development of Jewish life in the United States has been directed toward.
the growth of this ethno-religicus enclave.

11

"The Jewis h community is organized around a basic principle of
attempting to mee t the needs both of Jews in this country and throughout
the world.

It is not possible for us to achieve this without knowing

the full range of needs and analyzing methods for providing necessary
services.

,,12

Currently, these social service institutions, alone

or in joint cooperation with other local communal organizations, develop and implement various programs in response to cultural, social,
financial, and mental health deficiencies.
II.

13

STATEMENT OF PROBLE...�

Today, American Jews are critically involved in a process of
rapid change.

The pace of scientific and technological advances has im-

pinged on every individual's life.
have been abandoned for new ideals.
mixed bles sing for each American.

In the process of growth, old values
Sadly this revolution has been a
He has viewed the lack of family

cohesiveness developing from an era of unf)recedented family mobility.
In addition, he recognizes a confusion of whet wer2 normal family roles

11

Jacob Marcus, "Background for the History of American .Jewr-y,"
as found in Oscar I. Janowsk.y, The American Jew--A Reappraisal (Phila
delphia: The Jewish Publication Society of America, 1964), pp. 12-13.
1

2riorris Levin, "Establishing Priorities for Jewish Communal
Services, " Journal of Jewish Communal Service, Vo.l. XLVI I, No. 1,
Fall 1970, p. 52.
13

Peter M. Glick, "The Jewish Family Service Agency: Its
Functions in the Jewish Community," Journal of Jewish Communal Service,
Vol. LI, No. 4, Summer 1975, p. 391.

7
and a significant decline ::.n reli�ious norms.

14

"Hedonism, egoism,

J
self.is b.ness, and t h e pursuit of· p 1 easure are ri· f e. ,, .S

The results of

these changes have radically influenced the American way of life.

The

divorce rate, infidelity, juvenile delinquency, and drug abuse are
rapidly increasing.

This changing world has also i;:npacted on the

American Jewish family.
The old saying, "Vie es Christelt si.ch, so Judelt es sich, " as
the Christians go, so go the Jews, is true.

Jews have assimilated more

rapidly into the American culture than they have historically in other
cultures because of their unparalleled degree of economic, political,
social, religious, and cultural freedom.

16

Clearly, the new society in

which the Jew lives is making its mark on his entire 1.ife.

In fact, if

present trends continue, the Jew may adhere to f e w of the cherished
Jewish values and ideals of the past.

17

In this thesis the initial question which wi.1 1 be asked is:
Are those values and practices delegated as central to the lives of
Jews twenty years ago still essential to their identity as Jews today?
This question will help to ascertain whether present service-oriented
programs are relevant and therefore responsiv2 to community needs.
first major goal of this study is to examine a ra�domly sampled
14

(New York:

15

Gilbert Rosenthal, The Jewish Familv in a Changing World
Thomas Yoseloff, 1970), pp. 23-24.
Ibid. , p. 24.

161,Ol. d ,

,

pp. 26-27.

l
?Ibid. , p. 28.

The

8
population using an ada-p ted version of the 1 9 5 9 Southville Survey (a
survey conducted in Memphis, Tennessee ) to determine what, if any,
change s in valu es and id entity hav e taken place in the Jewi s h commun
ity .
The specific tasks r elated to replicating t he 1959 Southville
study include obtaining information regarding:
1.

General char acterist.ics of the Jewish colilI:lunity

2.

Types of religious affiliation

3.

Jewish at titud es and practices

4.

Jewish custcms and beliefs

5.

Jewish causes and philanthropies

6.

Attitudes and relationships with Is�ael

7.

Under standing the community members ' attitudes toward the
Jewish Ser,ice Agency and the Jewish Community Cent er

8.

J ewish relations hi ps with non-Jews

9.

Ster eotyp ic attitudes towards non-J ews

10.

Interdating

11.

Jewis h educ ation

12 .

Jewish adolescents and the drug and alcohol scene

In order to do this eff e c tively, these issues will be examined
from a demo graphic a::l'i a cultural perspective .

The Memphis Jewish com-

muni.ty will be s tud ied in relatior: to its emigration p atterns , its siz e
and g rowr.h , synagogue affilia tion , and communal priorities and s ervices r endered .
Th e fi:c.al atudy gsal will b e to suggest new directions for
planning , should changing needs b e identified in t he r estudy.

Examples

9
of possible areas to be explored are :

the efficacy of p rograms offered

by Jewish communal s ervice agencies, programs of !.sraeli content and
p rograms focusing on the p light of the elderly and the resettlement of
the Russian immigrant.

CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF THE LITERl\.TURE
I.

INTRODUCTION

My life I could compare
To a lamp with a bit of kerosene :
The lamp continues to flicker
1
But it hasn ' t the strength to flare.
Voices such as this echoed throughout the world of the European
Jew.

During the nineteenth century, intellectuals were quite cognizant

of how precarious their culture, and very existence, really was.

Like

the Jews of their past, though, they held onto the "flicker" and ereated a compelling dream about the "flare. I I

In the early 18 7 0 ' s, they be-

gan to feel they had a reason to dream.
What was uniquely characteristic of the European Jews of the
late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, and the thousands of European Jews who at that time made their way to America, was "the explosive
mixture of mounting wretchedness and increasing hope, physical suffering
and spiritual exaltation. 1 1

3

The new realization which excited this

underlying hope was that f or the first time in centuries there was some
place to go.

"America was the safety valve and haven, the place for

1

1 rving
·
Howe , T,�or
T
ld o f Our .r'" at h_ers (New Y ork· :
Javanovich, 1976), p. 18.
2

Ibid., p . 2 4 .
Ibid .
10

Harcourt, Brace,

11
renewa1 and a sour�e o_f support . , , 4
a collective dream.

Amer ica was also the fulfillment o f

E7en though the dream had once been nurtured in

the old country, it could never be realized there.
The greatest increase of the Jewish population in the history
of America came in the years between 1840 and 1 9 2 5 .

InLTUigration was

the cause of this tremendous growth from 15, 000 to 4 , 5 0 0 , 000 Amer ican
Jews.

5

II"

I11MIGRATION

The issues that established America as a land of opportunity
and religious freedom fo� the innnigrant blossomed because o f change in
the Christians ' perceptions of their role in America .

They no longer

saw themselves as religious agents in each coilllilunity .

By the eighteenth

century the concepts of philanthropy and humanitaria.nism had cut through
the barriers between the denominations of Christ ianity ,

The denial of

absolute religious dogmas provided an inroad for the "synagogue of
Satan, " a chance for the Jew to be granted rights " nearly equal" to his
Christian neighbor.
Because o f �he separation between Church and State provided by
the First .6..mendment, the European Jew considered resettlement in this
for eign land.

There was no other country excep t A.TUerica that even

4 ' .
Ioid.
5

Lloyd P. Gartner, " Immigration and t he Fo rmation of the Ameri-can Jew, 1840- 1 9 2 5 , " :Ln Marshall Sklare , The Jew in American Society
(New York : Behrman House, Inc. , 1 9 7 4) , p . 35 .

12
hinted at full emancipation as a b road princip le .
pressure to convert to Christianity in America .
choice of how they would practice their religion.

There also was no
Jews could make the
That was very

, 6
appea1ing to a generation wh.o h.ad been so rep ressea .

As a further

inducement to emigration, Jews found no formal Jewish community operating in America with its usual financial and social restrictions .
Historical Perspec tive
The innnigration of Jews to America extends over three centuries
and is characterized by diverse trends i n populations.

Jews have immi

grated from different countries with differing traditions .

There have

been three rnajo :::- Jewish waves of migration to the United States :

( 1)

the Spanish-Portuguese ( the Sephardim), (2) the Germ.an, and (3) the
East European (bo th the German and East European Jews are referred to
as .A..s hkenazim) .

In the latter part of the nineteenth century and the

early years of the 1900 1 3 , ethnic differences between these Jews were
so sharp and immutable that it was believed that the American Jewish
com.'llunity would be permanently bifurcated.

7

Althou gh much of this dif-

ferentiation traceable to the sep arate immigra tion waves have been
eroded, it is still slightly recognizable with respect to class attainment, educational levels, and styles o f life .
Ame- rican Jewry traces its or igins to Sephardic ( Spanish-·
Portuguese ) Jews .

When the Pc rtuguese re: captured Recife from the

6

1b·ld
. . . , p . 35 .

7

s'K1are,

r
Amer i· ca ' S ueWS
1 pp . _c; _ 33

13
Dutch in 1 654, the Sephardic Jews , who had immigrated to Portugal be
cause of Dutch assistance after the Spanish Inquisition, had to flee.
Some went to the Caribbean where Jewish settlements had been established ; some returned to Ams terdam.

Some ventured to New Amsterdam to

help begin the Jewish history on what was later t o be United States
· 1 •8

S O ].

Peter Stuyvesant , governor of New Amsterdam , wished t o expel
this small group of twenty-three Sephardic refugees �ho had landed at
the. port ; but the ultj_mate responsibility was with the Dutch West
Because there were influential Jewish shareholders in

India Company.

the Dutch West India Company , and because the Jews had helped to f inance the initial victory in Recife, the Jews were allowed to remain
in New Amsterdam .

9

A decade later the Jews had gained the right to own land and
But it was not until 1 6 9 0, under the rule of the

do business .

British , were they accorded the privilege to worship publicly and to

·

se11 at retai 1 .

10

During the Sephardic period , f rom 1640 to 1840 ,

most of the American J ews were petty shopkeepers , dealing in hardware,

ll
' an d 1 iquo
dry gooas
r , a 11 u�aer
tne
.
'
' same roo f .
8

Nathan Gl2zer , American Judaism (Chicago:
Chicago Press, 1964) , pp. 13-14.

9
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University of

Ibid . , p . 14 .

Jacob R . Harcus , " Bac kground for t he Histo ry of American
Jewry, " in Oscar T. Ja nowsky (eds. ) , The American Jew : A Reappraisal
(Philadelphia : Jewish Publication Society of America) , p. 13.
11

Ibid . , pp. 3-4.

14
Even thcugh by the eighteen th century the numbers of Sephardim
settJ. ers was small, r heir social s t atus and leac e.rshi p role in the
American Jewish counnunity had magnif ied their im? ortance.

12

The first

Sephardim who settled in New Amsterdam in the middle 1600 ' s were devout Orthodox Jews ; their central institution was the syna g ogue.
After the initial wave of Sephardic immigration, the German
Ashkenazim began to settle in large numbers in America.

By the

eighteenth century there were m ainly Ashkenazi� f i lling the seats of
the Sephardic synagogues.

The Ashkenazic Jews accepted the st range

customs of the Sephardic synagogue because it was the only synagogue
available; and. under the community org anization named Mahar.natl, the

·
l3
::;� eph ar d l!l1
. reruse
�
d to a11 ow anymore 1 oca 1 synagogues to exist.

Between 1820- 1870 , 150, 000 German Jews arrived , and they settled more widely throughouc the country t han did the earlier German
Jewish immigrants.

They settled along the Ohio River and the p orts of

the Great L akes, and beco..me involved in the indu strial life in these
areas .

No m atter how integrated the Germans becarne in the economic

system of the country, t hey nevertheless ret ained their German heritage.

Many that r elinquished their identity as Jews maintained their

identity as Germans.

11+

There were some basic d iff ere!lces betweer, the Sephardim and the
Ashkenazim in the orientation of their religious belief s .
12

13
14

Sklare , A..merica ' s .Jews , p . 6.
Gartner , op . cit. , p. 38.
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p . 39 •

Although the
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wealthy Spanish Jews had adapted to the culture in the New World, they
had retained their Orthodoxy.

The Sephardim utilized a different

Hebraic pronunciation and a different liturgy in the Sabbath and week
day s ervices than did the Ashkenazim.

Those Germans (Ashkenazim) who

stayed with Judaism were mainly reformed Jews.

Their Reform liturgy

was reflective of the Protestant liturgy; and the Reform Jew emphas ized
those customs which did not enhance the gulf between Jew and non-Jew
(e. g. , organ music, men and women sitting together , and English in the

Service
. ). 15

The German Jews quickly settled into positions of authority
because of their spectacular ris e into the upper reaches of the middle
and upper cla3ses.

Not only did they penetrate the class levels, but

by the late nineteenth century , a group of Jewish families had amassed
wealth comparable to the richest non-Jews in the country .

It was in

evitable that these certain German Jewish irrnnigrants of the nineteenth
century would be bastions of Jewish high society because their families
had also b een members of important German familie s .

The general German

population was able to borrow status from thes e successful compatriots.
As the nineteenth century came to a close, t he German Era came
to an end .

Between 1904-1908, 642, 000 Eastern European Jews entered

the United States, mainly from Russia and Poland .

The European Jews

wer e not wealthy, and in general they were craftsmen by trade.

They

were traditional Jews like the Sepharcl.im , but they were not as quick to

15 1, . d
Dl .

,

pp. 40-41.

16
Marcus, op. cit. , p . 7 .

16

16
adap t to the dominan t society.

This may 1e seen

oy their insistence

to hold on to their "Yiddish" (a language associated wi t h European
life) culture.
They were quite different from the German settlers .

They were

traditional Jews wi thout t he intellectualism of their Western European
coun terpart s.

The Russinns could be described as much more primitive

and clannish , less educated , and more rural than the German immigrants .
The Russ ian, Polish , Lithuanian , Rumanian , and Hungarian masses
of Eastern Europeans began to immigrate after the p ogroms of t he

1880 1 s .

They opened hundreds o f synagogues, fortified Orthodoxy and

the die tary laws (Kashrut) and preserved t he traditional Hebrew liturgy .
Their vernacular was Y iddish (dialect ; mixture o f Hebrew and language
of country) ; and they were ardently ethnocentric and sympathe t ic to

l?
.
1ism
· , Z-ionism.
. .
Jewis
. h nationa
Summary

To understand the vaJ. ues and ethics , attitudes and practices of
each Jew in Memphis today, one mus t understand the d isp arity ex hibited
in these early immi grants.

This disparit y generall y forms the basis

for the different ori enta tions in the Memphis community.

Although t he

issue of parent ' s country of origin is only one var iable amon g many,
linked with religious affiliation , it may provide an index to the
changes and g rowth of the Jew in Memphis s ince 1 9 5 9 and the ini t ial
Southville study.

17

Ibid , , p . 6.

17
As one studies American Jewry, it is obvious that the development: of an American Jewish identity began at a post-Emancipation level.
After the incident with Peter Stuyvesan t in New Amsterdam, the majority
of Jews came to America after their righ ts as Jews had already been
negotiated with the Ameri can system.

They di d no c ha ve to literally

fight for religious freedom as they had in the European countries.
Abraham Cahan wro te in

1 890,

"we have no Jewish question in America.

The only question we recognize is the question o f how to prevent the
emergence of a Jewish question here. 1 1

18

Because emancipation was never a political issue in the United
States, two critical p roblems soon become visible:
assimilation.

anti-semitism and

Anti-semitism was not a political vision here.

Instead

it surfaced as a cultural and social phenomenon because of emancipa
tion.

On an informal level, non- Jews excluded Jews from certain soci-

eties or social organizations essentially because their beliefs were
different, not because the government had isolated the Jews or relegated them to s eparate communities (ghettos).
Thus , emancipation also was responsible for a lack of form in
American society which allowed Jews to live with non- Jews.

In

America the price to pay for assimilation was the rejection of the o ld
inherited ways of life ; whereas in Europe the price one paid for free
dom had been the dissolu tion of the group.

18

Ibid. , p . 7 .

.
19 Gl azer, op. cit., p. _1 6 .

19

18
III.

SOUTHERN JEWRY - HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE

In order to understand t he complexi ty of t he Memphis Jewish com
munity today, one must view t he historical development of Jewry, no t
only nationally bu t also regionally.
Scarcely �ad James Og1ethorpe founded a colony in Georgia in
1 7 33, when, on July 7 th o f that year, a party of forty Hebrews sailed
up the Savannah River on a vessel direct from London.

20

were Jews of Sephardic origin and others from Germany.

Among them
Most of them

remained in Savannah, which is believed to be the first Jewish commun

?l
i cy developed in the South . -

There is evidence that individual Jews

had lived in the region some two and a half centuries prior to thi s
date.

22

The Jews in Georgia comprised one- third of the white popula-

tion during this early period.

Many of t hese Jewish settlers were

granted lots and farms, but some en tered the coastal trade and opened
stores.

The first movement toward establishing a Jewish communi ty by

t he original group of Sephardic and Ashkenazic Jews was t o build syna
gogues.

The Jews of Gecrgia received full civil rights in t he early

?3
development of the colony . -

2 O Isaac Markens,
. America
.
('''
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,1�ew Y or_k :
·
by the Aut hor, 1888), p. 45 .

Published
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Leonard !)innerst ein and Mary Dale PaJ.sson, eds. , Jews in
the Sout h ( Baton Rouge: Louisiana State Universi t y Press, 19 7 3),
p. 3 .
22Tb·'
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p. 3•

23 eci· Ro ,.,
._11 and Geo.f f r ey Wigoder, eds. , The New Standard
c
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Jewish Encyclopedia (Garden Ci ty, New York :
Inc. , 19 7 0), p. 7 43.

Doubleday and Compan y ,
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Other southern communities became centers of Jewish communal
life.

Jews from London and the West Indies set t led in S o uth Carolina

prior t o 1 7 00.

24

The Jewish population there increased steadily dur-

ing the first half of the eighteenth century.

As early as 1 7 50, the

first Jewish congregation was formed in Charleston, South Carolina,
and by 18 2 a congregation was f ormed in Columbia.
2

25

"For a time,

Charleston was t he larg est, most cultured, and wealthiest Jewish com
muni ty in North America.

i,

2 6

Virginia has provided historians with evidence of Jewish inhabitance as early as 1621 .

27

An individual, Elias Legardo, is be-

lieved to be the earliest of Jews to find his way into Virginia.

There

is also evidence of a flourishing community of Sephardic Jews in the
western part of Virginia even in the middle eighteen t h century.

28

A

Jewish congregation was organized in Richmond shortly after the Revolutionary War.
There are several reasons why colonial Virginia di.d not attract
Jews as readily as did the neighboring colonies.

One of these reasons

was the fac t that Vir ginia did no t possess a sub s tantial merchant
class, uor large cities to of fer mercantile enterprise.
24

"The Jew,

1b1.·d. , p . 743
' .

25
Markens, op. cit. , p. 53.
26

27

Roth and iiig oder , op. cit. , p. 7 43.

11The Original List o f Persons Who Went f rom Great Britain to
the American Plantations, 1 6 00-1 7 00, " edi ted b y .John Camden Hotten,
London, 18 7 4, p. 261 .
8

The Jewi sh Experience in America , Vol. 1 , The Colonial
Period, edi ted by Abraham J . Karp (Waltham, Massach .isetts : American
Jewish Historical Society, 1 96 9 ) , p. 1 09.
2
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through centuries of environment , is accustomed to the city rather

, ,29

than the country.

Another reason for lack of Jewish communal development was the
fact that Virginia 1 s original colonists belonged to a "cavalier " class
which did not concern themselves with commerce.

Rat her, their aim was

to divide the country into domains wher eby the planter was supreme
over his lands.

3O

Only one Jew--lsaiah Isaacs--is known to have been

a permanent resident of Richmond prior to the American R evolution and
as lat e as 1 7 82.

When the city was chartered , it had no more than

half a dozen identifiable Jewish people .

31

Not only did Jews settle along the coastal regions of the
At lantic , but they also s ettled along the Gulf Coast .

Some Jews

are believed to have lived in Louis iana as early as 17 1 9 .

Groups of

Jews began to set tle in the coastal region in or near New Orleans as
early as 1820.

According to cemetery records, many of those buried

were natives of Germany and Holland.
In 1 828 , the first synagogue in Louisiana was fotmded in New
Orleans.

Later in 1845 , another congregation was founded in the old

city of Lafayette.

An agricultural colony of some 1 7 3 Jews was estab

lished in Sicily Island in the late 1800 1 s, but a flood wiped out the
settlement a year after its formation.

Prominent Jewish names in

2 9 1.b l. d . , p . 9 3 .

3O
31

rbid .

rra Rosenwaike, " An Estimate and Analys is of the Jewish
Population of the United S tates in 1 7 9 0 , " Publications of the Jewish
Historical Society, L ( 1 96 0 ) , p. 34.
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Louisiana ' s history have. included Judah Touro , Asher Phillips and
Judah P . Benj amin.

Jewish communities developed later in Baton Rouge ,

Alexandria and Shreveport .

32

Southern states including Kentucky , Arkansas, the Carolinas
verify Jewish inhabitants as early as 1 7 00 , but a Jewish communal intrastructur e , e . g . , synagogue, was not readily seen until the middle
to late 1800 ' s.

33

Except for a few individuals, who reportedly set-

tled near the Hol ston River in 177 8 , there are no traces of Jewish
settlements in Tennessee during the eighteenth century .

The first con

gregations (Reform) founded in Nashville and Memphis were composed of
Austrian , Bohemian and German immigrants.

It was not until the 1880 1 s

that large numbers of Eastern European immigrants arrived in
34

Tennessee.

From colonial times to the present , Jews have comprised less
than 1 percent of the Southern po pulation .

By the t ime of the

American Revolution, they totaled fewer than five hundred people .

35

Many of these Jews , as mentioned , resided in Charleston , Savannah, New
Orleans and Richmond.

During the next several decades , increasing

numbers of Jewish immigrants chose to move north.

Desp ite the influx

of German Jews to the South after 1836, less than 15 , 000 Jews resided
32
33

Roth and Wigoder , op. cit ., p . 74 3 .

34

rbid. , pp . 1124 , 159 , 1454, 1784-1785 .
rbid. , p . 849 .

35
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there by 1 860.

36

22
This figure rose moderately as the region began to

industrialize after the Civil War.

Presently, the Jewish population

in the South represents some 15 percent of the total Jewish population
of the United States .

Translated into numbers, the Jews of the South

number approximately 8 76, 740.
IV.

37

THE JEWS OF MEMPHIS

There were German Jews in Memphis as early as the year 1840.
The purchase of a plot of land in 1847 for a cemetery indicates that
there were eno ugh Jews to justify such a b urial place.

At the same

time came the cr eat ion of the Hebrew Benevolent Society which was es
tablished for the disbursement of charity and the maintenance of the
cemetery.
In 18 53, the connnunity was already organized for the purpose
of worship--the congregation which was later to be known as Temple
Israel .

When Rabbi Isaac Wise came to dedicate �he Temple b uilding in

1858, he urged the creation of a B ' nai B ' rith Lod ge, which fanned one
year later, and exists today.
Following the Civil War , Jews came to Memphis to settle.

But

by 18 7 0, the yellow fever 2pidemic plagued the city , and many people
fled for their lives .

The decade from 1880- 1890 saw a growth and an

36

ur iah Z. Engelman, "Jewish Statistic s in the U . S. Census of
Religious Bodies ( 1 8 50-1936), " Jewish Social Studies, IX ( 1947 ) ,

p. 131.

37
Alvin Chenki.n aud Maynard Mir:m , "The Jewish Population in
the United States , 197 8, " The American Jewish Year Bo:::,k, Vol. 79
( 1978), p. 18 7.
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advancement of Jewish life in Memphis.

This advanc ement stermned

largely from an influx of Jews from Poland , Russia. and other coun tries
of Eastern and Cen tral Europe.

In 188/�, Orthodox Jews (Ashkenaz im)

banded together to fonn what was to be known seven years later as the
Baron Hirsch Congregation.
gogue , was organized.

In 1898 , Anshe Sephard, an orthodox syna-

A Conservative synagogue, Beth Sholom , was

chartered in Memphis in January of 1955.

This break from the tradi

tional Refonn and Orthodox elements of the community has provided for
a more moderate approach to religious practice than Orthodoxy and
Reform.

An Anglo-Jewish paper was created in 1 885 and continues to be

published today known as the Hebrew Watchman .
Today the Memphis Jewish community population approximates
nine thousand (9 , 000) persons out of a total population of some eight
hundred thousand (800 , 000) .

38

Throughout the years , Jews have occu-

pied a vital and prominent place in the Memphis commun ity .

Xany of

the Memphis Jews have distinguished themselves in all levels of government , the professions , commerce and industry .
V.

DETERMINANTS OF SOUTHERN JEWRY

Three major determinan t s are indicative of Southern Jewish history .

These include :

talist Protestantism.

( 1 ) agrarianism , ( 2) racism , and ( 3) FundamenWith the exception of d iff erent religious prac-

ti,:: es, Jews made every ef fort to become absorh ed into the ac t ivities of
their region.
38

Most Southern Jews , however , preferred to be merchants

Ibid. , p. 181.

24
rather than farmers .

Agrarianism, especially in the S outh, helped to

preserve a typically American bias that favored the producers rather
.
.
.
th.an tne
,
£ 1nanc1ers

39

In fact, a mistrust of all those engaged in

finance and a des ire to restrict the power of urban voters, caused many
farmers to protest the rights of Jews to hold publi.c office .

40

It

should be noted that af ter the American Revolution, with the rapid
growth of a slavery-based plantation system, f ew .Jews became plantation owners .

As mentioned previously, most Southern Jews tended to be

involved in shipping or in mercantile trades.
Jews, who did migrate south, settled in urban areas or trave led
the countryside peddling their wares ; but they never became what
Southerners would term " landed gentry . "

One sees men such as Judah

Touro of New Orlea-ns, a prominent investor i.n ships and in the mercant ile trade , as having pos itive impact upon his community .

Morris Rich,

a r2tail dry goods businessman , whose store opened in 1867 , can be seen
tod ay as having establ::.shed one of the largest merchandising establishments in the South .

41

It should also be mentioned that men such as

David Yulee of Florida, Franklin Moses of Souch Carolina, and Judah P .
Benj amin of Louisiana were able to reach high public office, contrary
to the wishes o f t he agrarian segment of the South .

42
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John Higham, "American Anti-Semitism Historically Reconsid
ered , " in Charles Herbert Stember, ed . , Jews in the Hind of America
(New York : Basic Books , Inc . , 1966 ) , p . 248.
40
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Racism in the South has been an issue since the first boatload
of slaves arrived in this country.

Racism, however, in this paper will

be viewed from two different perspectives ;

(1) the Black-Jewish issue,

and (2) the social accep tance of Jews by their Southern neighbors.
It seemed that the true test of a Southerner was his acceptance
of Negro bondage.

This proved to be a dilemma for Southern Jews.

Northern Jews could be found on both sides of this hotly debated issue.
The Southern Jews had a unique reaction to this issue .

Most Southern

Jews either kept silent or gave wholeheart ed support to this ideology.
This is not to say that Jews never spoke ou t against racism .
In more recent times, men such as Rabbi Benj amin Goldstein of Mont
gomery, Alabama, spoke against inj ustices incurred by the Scottsboro
boys.

Rabbi Jacob Rothchild of Atlanta , the late Charles Mantinhand

of Texas , and Memphis ' own Rabbi James Wax have spoken out on racial
integration and other- liberal causes, risking personal and professional
security to do so.

Even in light of the aforementioned opponents of

racism,
most Sout hern J- ews prer� erred to remain
iuconspicuous.
.
·
·
·
<'.iJ
The problem of social acceptance has been a maj or problem for
Jews throughout their existence.
Jews was due to many factors .

The lack of so cial acceptance by non-

As the Jewish economic position in the

South becam0 increasingly secure, those artisans , merchants and
financiers of Jewish ancestry sought to expand their r.ivil and political
43
1eonard Dinnerste.in, "Jews and Desegregation Crisis in the
South, " American Historical Quarterly, LXI (March 1 973) , as found in
Jews in the South, p. 11.
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privileges.

The resistance to their desires was evident in almost every

region they inhabited .
Anti-semitism, attacking one ' s being o f Jewish birth, is seen
in many ways.

Politically Jews were not permitted �o hold high offices

in many states.

A Virginia statute of 1705 (1 ) prohibited Jews from

obtaining full citizenship, and (2) banned the:i.r appearance as court
witnesses.

44

Louisiana ' s " Black Code" forbade Jews from becoming set-

tlers, denied them citizenship rights and placed Jews in the same cate45
.
. . 1 1 y inten
gory as N
l egroes , for whom t he co d e was origina
d ed .

Maryland ,

considered a Southern colony for many years , in its early inception
passed a law requiring the death penalty for those persons who would
deny the Trinity.

These are but a few of the examples indicative of

the fact that at no time in the colonial period did Jews enjoy equal
status with non-Jews .

46

The Ame:::-ican Re·,olution created an environment which did help
the Jews become more socially accepted .

Many Southern states (includ-

ing South Carolina , Virginia , and Georgia) granted Jews voting rights

. d . 47
.
t his
' perio
during

One of the reasons they were given this privi-

lege was that Jews were ins trumental in he lping the colonies b reak
away froc:i England by participating in and funding the war effort .
1, 4

-. Jacob R. Marcus, Early American Jewry : The Jews of Pennsylvania. and the South (Philadelphia : Jewish Publication Society of
America, 1 953) , p. 160.
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Although overt civil and political barriers had disappeared by the time
of the Civil War, with t he exception of the states of North Carolina
48

and New Hampshire , complete social integration was still elusive.

Intermarriage was corrnnon among Jew and non-Jew during this
By the 1890 ' s numerous social and professional clubs began to

period.

exc1 ude Jews from membersh ip.
.

49

Outbursts of anti-semitism were most

violent during the Civil War, the depression of the 1890 ' s, World War
I and its aftermat h, and the Great Depression of the 1930 ' s.

Not only

did the wealth of American Jewry bother non-Jews, but also their presence in numbers proved to be an issue.
John Higham, in distinguishing between ideological antisemitism and the traditional xenophobia, maintained that Americans
have always displayed an antagonism toward the arrival of masses.

50

Thus , the large influx of Jewish immigrants in the 1840 1 s, and again
between the 1 8 7 0 1 s and the 192 0 1 s, resulted in occasional anti-semetic
outbursts .
Many of these anti-semetic outbursts were done in conjunction
with protests and cross burnings of the Ku Klux Klan.

As the "white 1 1

spokesman f o r the South, the Klan expressed hostility toward both Jews
and BJ.acks.

Unlike in the North, Southerners react ed vio lently to

influence and intrusion by those who were non-white or non--native
born Ame:i:-icans,
4

In many cases, these proved reason enough for the

. and p a1 sson , op. cit
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lynchings and cross burnings in the South.

In general, these outburs ts

of an ti-semitism s temmed £rem the fear of foreign influence in che North
as well as the South .

51

The third major determinant of Southern Jew is h his tory was re
lated to the dominant religious element of the time, Fundamentalis t
Protestantism.

Throughout Jewish his tory in the South, the viciss i-

tudes of a minority group seeking a place within the rigid s tructure
of a closed society was seen.

Jews were excluded from a number of

colonies in the early history of the United States.

Many Southern

colonies were formed to acco1!llilodate particular religious sects, e. g . ,
Louis iana for the French Catholic , and Mary land for chose who were
Chris tian .

Thus, many Jews were excluded from the settlement of new

lands on the b asis of religion .
As time progressed, certain fundamentalis t religious traditions were carried to the Southern interior by frontiersmen .

Thus , a

threat was posed to all other faiths and especially to those Jews re
siding in rural areas of the South.

Because of the cultural and social

development of coastal cities, where religious tolerance prevailed and
where many Jews res ided, Fundamentalist Protestantism had little ef
fect.

Accor ding to Carl B ridenbaugh, "the compelling religious fea--

ture of the entire interior was the exis tence in its mos t virulent

1 1 52
.
.
sectarianism.
form o.f a fierce
.
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During the nineteenth century,

rbid . , pp . 248-250.

carl Bridenbaugh, Myths and Rea liti2s : Societies of Colonial
South (Baton Rouge : Louisiana State Univers ity Press , 1952 ) , p. 181 .
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Methodists and Baptists , the South 1 s two major religious d enominations ,
became bastions of cons ervati sm .

Most Southern churches b egan to re-

53
·
· u �L 1ons
·
. t th e in
.
sis
of a 1 ien
peop 1 es , i· d eas , and J.nst1.t
.
. t rusion
·

·
T'nis

contrib uted to religious intolerance of other religious denominations
in general and Judaism in particular .

Many Baptist and M ethodist min

isters accus ed Jews of killing the Saviour .

54

In a 19 65

This evidence of intolerance still exists today .

study of Southern Baptists by Charles Glock and Rodney Stark , it was
shown that only 8 p e rcen t of thos e questioned wer e free of anti-semetic
trai ts .

An overwhelming 8 0 percent sinc erely believed that "the Jews

•
f or what they di d to Jes us . . . . 11
can never 'D e .c� orgiven

·
Accord ing
·
to Dinnerstein
·
s ecurity among Southe rn Jews.
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.
.
studies
re f �ect
a t- ee 1 ing
o f in·
,

This insecure f eeling is often char-

acterized by the insistence of the respondents to disguis e both their
names and their places of residence.

This t endency reflects a s ens e

of paranoia which s tems from a history of being socially and culturally
ostraci z ed and pers ecut ed for practicing Judaism.

It s e ems that re-

minde.rs that they are "being merely tolerated" make Jews cautious in
53

Joseph H. Ficht er and George L. Maddox , "Religion in the
South , Old and New , " in John C . McKinney and Edgar Thompson , eds. ,
The South in Continuity and Change (Durham : Duke University Pres s ,
19 65 ) , pp. 3 6 0-364 .

54

william J . Robertson , The Changing South (New York :
and Liverright , 1927 ) , pp. 9 8- 99 .
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their public activities.
are exerted :

57

Thus, two types of psychological pressure

internal and external .

has of how others perceive them .

Internal pressure is the fear one

The external pressure is how outside

sources affect the individ ual in his performance.
Another aspect of this feeling of insecurity can be seen in
those Jews who reside in rural areas.

These Jews face a life of " re-

ligious" isolation which some feel brings with it a loss of Jewish
identity .

Yet, many of these rural Jews are descendants of families

who have lived in the same vicinity for a hundred years or more.

This

is just one more indication of a tie with the past which has not
broken.
A great obstacle in understanding Southern Jewry has been in
the area of research.

The research has, in the past, only �evealed a

partial glimpse of Southern Jewry (and their attitudes and feelings
about themselves and issues).

The nature of the type of studies done,

the questions asked, and the purposes of these studies can be viewed
as possible reasons for this partial glimpse of Southern Jewry .

More-

over, most of the available analysis pertaining to Jewish life and
attitudes reflected a b ias on the part of the researcher or writer.
Subsequently, a study of Jewish attitudes, such as Southville, is vital
today to overcon2 the pauc ity of research in this subj ect area .
The " revisit" to Southvil.le in 1979 is as important as the
initial Southville invescigation mad e in 1 959.
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reader t o compare and contrast on a longitudinal basis the ever chang
ing views of a g:r:oup of people.

Many of the pr evailing feelings of

the past regarding r ace and anti-semitism mus t be examined and reexamined in order to determine whether and to what degree any changes
have taken place over the years.

Due to the demographic transitional

changes paramoun t within the Jewish community over the past two decades
(moves from rural to urban centers ; mobility frequency) , it is neces
sary that the Jewish communal infrastructure be cognizant of any
changes in self image and familial and secondary relationships .
VI.

EVOLUTION OF JEWISH COMMUNAL STUDIES

From Biblical times, Jews have sought to know how numerous they
were.

As was commanded to Moses,

11

Take ye the sum o f all the congrega

tion of the children of Israel, by their families, by their father ' s
houses, according to the number of uames.1 1

58

From the beginning of its

history, the Uni ted S t a tes has counted its population.

At first, the

U. S . Census served as a b asis f or the amount of representa tion in Congress; however, it h as become a source of info rmation on a wide range
of social and economic topics which reflect resea�ch and policy-related
ma tters.

For needed information, Jewish groups have had to collect

their own data on the size, distribution, composition, a ttitudes, and
o ther f actors of the Jewish popula tion.
Since 195 5 , over twenty Jewish communities have under taken both
attitudinal as well as demographic surveys .
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Because most of the
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surveyed communities nave been of moderate size , questions have been
raised as to whether they are typical in relation to the Jewish popula
tion of the United States as a whole.
There is no single authoritative source of information on the
demography or on the attitudes of Jews in the Uni ted States.

Insights

into the characteristics of Jews and the differences between the Jewish
population and the total population are available from a number of community populati on studies.
the local Jewish Federation .

These studies are oftentimes sponsored by
These studies (some of which will be

discussed) d if fer considerably in quality, depending on such factors as
the manner in which the samples were chosen, quality of interviewers,
data analysis, and questionnaire format .
Some surveys relied only on the lists of families available to
a local federation, which were usually those people who identify themselves as being Jewish .

In other communities, a concerted effort was

made to include both affiliated and non-affi liated faTuilies .

According

to Ronald Goldstein, the findings of the individual community surveys
correlated s ignificantly with the patterns of characteristics of the
Je,vish populations they analyzed.

59

Variations can generally be ac-

counted for because of the nature of the community, because it is a new
or an older community , b ecm�se it is in the Nort h or South.
59
Ronald H . Go ldstein , "The Nat:.1re, Character and Trends of
Post World War II American Jewry as Reflected in Communal Surveys"
(unpublishe d Master ' s thesis , Hebrew Union College, Jewish Insti tute
of Religion , 1969) .
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The task of determi.ning all the characteristics of t he American
Jewish community would be virtually impossible &s not all communal
studies are published.

Many collllilunities, including Southville, have de

voted their study of Jewish communal life to be used by the agencies in
the community.

This docume.nt was t hen used for t he purpose of determi

nation of needs and for program implications.

Many Jewish communities

may have undertaken such studies, but a compilation of these unpub
lished docurr.ents is not presently available.
VII.

TYPES OF COMMUNAL STUD IES

The Jewish communal studies can be divided into four maj or
categories.

The four categories include (1) histo rical analysis of the

Jews of a community , (2) a strictly demograp hic profile, (3) socio
economic trends, and (4) a combination of demographic and attitudinal
studies.

This thesis will focus on similarities between Southville and

t hose that were demograp hic-attitudinal studies.
Historical Studies
Some historical works pertaining to Jewish communities in the
South, prior to 195 0, contained factual inf ornation regarding t he
origins, significant persons and events associated with a particular
locale.

These works included diaries, biograp hies and events pertain

ing to the Jewish condi tion at that time.

Works o f t his nature in

clude, among others, .American Jewry and the Civil War by Bertram
Wallace Korn, The Jew of South Carolina by Barnett A . Elias, and The
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Jews of Louisiana by Leo Shpall.

Others include a "Brief History of

the Jews of Atlanta, " Reform Advocate by Rabbi David Marx.

60

Culcural histories included Philip Bregstone ' s Chicago and Its
Jews:

A Cultural Historv

61

and Joshua Trachtenberg ' s Consider the

Years, The Story of the Jewish Colllffiunity of Easton , 1752- 1 942 .

62

The

last two books mentioned are indicative of histo rical works of other
cities in the United States undertaken to give the Jewish population
a sense of understanding as to their historical origins within the
community.
Prior to 1 9 5 0, most maj or published studies relating to the
Jewish community were either socio-economic or demographic in nature.
Research in the area of socio-economic descriptions within Jewish com
munities prior to 1950 includes among others Samuel Koenig ' s " Socio
economic Structure of An American Jewish Community" ( 1 942),

63

Julian

Feibelman ' s thesis on "A Social and Economic St'Jdy of the New Orleans
Jewish Community" ( 194 1),
60

64

and "The Position of the Jew in Two

Dinnerstein, op. cit . , p . 391.

61
'
f
and It s Jews:
-hi· 1 ip
· P . Bregstone, Chicago
HistoE.Y, (privately published, 1 9 3 3) .

A Cultural

62

Joshua Trachtenberg, Consider the Years: The Story of the
Jewish Communi ty of Easton, 1752- 1942 (Easton, Pennsyl vania : Cen
tennial Committee of Temp le Brith Sholom, 1 944 ) .
63

samuel Koenig , " The Socio-economic St-::-ucture of A n American
Jewish Corrmmnity, " in Graeber , Jews in a Gentile Wor.ld, 1942, pp.
200-242.
64

Julian B. Feibelman , "A Social and Economic Study of the
New Orleans Jewish Community" (unpubl ished Ph. D. dissertation, Uni
versity of Pennsylvania, 1941).
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Southern Communities :

A Survey by Students at Elon College" ( 1939 ) .

65

Albert Gordon also di scus ses the socio-economic impact in his Jews in
Transition (1949 ) .

66

These, along with other books , began to describe

and analyze the uniquenes s of the Jewish connnunity.
Demographic Studies
Demographic s tudies prior to 1950 provided a wealth of information concerning Jewish connnunities throughout the United States.

One

of the earliest surveys made was the Jewish Communal Survey of Greater
New York ( 1928 ) .

67

Maurice Taylor provides demographic insight into

a community in his 1941 study of the Jewish population of Pittsburgh.

68

In the period of 1 943- 1944 alone, there were at least sixteen demo
graphic studies conducted .

Some of these studies were conducted in

cities such as Manchester, New Hampshire ; New Haven, Connecticut ;
Portland, Oregon ; Philadelphi a, Pennsylvania ; and Detroit, Michigan.

69

According to the National Conference of Jewish Social Welfare ,
those demographic comraunity studies, done prior to �nd directly after
World War II, were conducted to serve as an informational source for
the number and location of Jewish citizens residing in these communities
65Elon College, Sociology Department, "The Position of the Jew
in Two Southern Communities : A Survey Made by Students at Elon Col
lege, " 1939 .
66 Albert I saac Gordon, Jews in Transi tion (Minneapolis: Uni

versity of Minnesota Pr2s s, 1949 ) .
67 Bureau of Jewish Social Research, Jewish Connnunal Survey of
Greater New York (New York : New York Bureau of Jewish Social Research,
192 8 ) .
68 Haurice Taylor, The Jewish Connnunity of Pittsburgh, December
A Sample Study , January, 194 1 .
69
National Conference of Jewish Welfare List of Connnunal
Studies , New York, 1944 .
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af t er the war.

The purpose of these surveys was t o provide a resource

base from which to plan needed programs for the Jewish populat ion.
There seems to be evidence by the number of demographic studies conducted after World War II that a crisis tended to mobilize the connnunities so that dissemination of information as well as programming to
meet the community ' s population became

a communal concern.

The

demographic surveys conducted in the 194 0 ' s merely enumerated the spe
cifics of the Jewish community in tenns of numbers and types of people.
Attitudinal questions may have been incorporated within individual
community studies ; however, these were not noted in the abstracts of
the studies mentioned.
Demographic/Attitudinal
Because of the pursuit of the American Jewish Commi ttee to
support social science research, periodic polJ.s of public opinion concerning Jews were done.

70

As a result, at the end of World War I I,

the American Jewish Committee began to involve itself with questions
of the continui ty of J2wish identity in the United States.

"For plan-

ning program activity, information was needed on such matters as the
social characteristics of Jews, their adherence to religious practices,
Jewish education of the young, the Jewish home, Jewish institu11 71

tions.

The Commi ttee ' s Scientific Research Department
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Marshall Sklare and Joseph Greenblum , Jewish Identity on the
Suburban Front : A Study of Group Survival in the Open Society (New
York: Basic Books, Inc . , 196 7), p. v .
71
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expanded i.ts program to include studies of the internal life of American Jewry ,
The first such demographic-attitudinal inquiry focused on an
Eas e Coast city ("Riverton").

The Riverton Study was published in sum-

Riverton deals with a community consisting mostly

mary form ( 1957) .

of second-generation Jews , exploring their own and their children ' s
feelings about their Jewish heritage.

It also explored their atti-

tudes concerning I srael , non-Jews , and other matters of significance
to American Jewry.

72

Because this endeavor was the first of its kind

and professional research ers were involved, the methodology was quite
scientific.

No lay volunteers were involved in the study ' s formula-

tion, nor were they involved in interviewing the sample population.

Riverton provided the Jewish community with a chance to 11

look at

part of itself--to know some of the practices , the aspirations , the
hopes and fears of Jews as they related to their Jewishness and to
their neighbors. 11

73

Riverton proved to be the forerunner o f other Jewish communal
studies which involved attitudes as well as practices of Jews.

With

this study , the Jewish COL'lillunity became aware of the decline of religious practice at home and at the synagogue.

One does see the

emergence of a def inition of being a good Jew as meaning the living of
an ethical and moral life.
72
Ibid. , p. vii.
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Riverton verified the close tie between

·
1.. .
.
.
S urvey of J ewis
. h A tt1wuite
Pl ains
Manheim
· S'nap iro , ed. , u
�udes (New York: American Jewish Committee, 1958 ) , p. 2.
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Jews and Israel and the preference for giving tzadakah (charity) to
Jewish causes .

Un.like the following studies , Riverton showed a high

degree of persons affected by anti--semitism.

Another trend s een was

the high percentage of Jewish- Christian relations .
Following the Riverton Study, the American Jewish Committee
decided to expand this type of study into a large-scale community study
that would involve Jews of not only second generation but of third and
fourth generations .

In doing s o, further insights into the future and

direction of Jewish life in an increasingly open society could be
shown .

This study became known as Lakeville .
The Lakeville Study encompassed many of the factors involved with

the Riverton Study.

The thrust of this study , however, was to "examine

relations between Jews and Gentiles, portray their attitudes toward
each other, and scrutinize the behavior patterns and value systems that
74
.
.
.
together .in tne
community.
· .
"
enter into
t he experience
of 1 iving
,

A gain as in Riverton, the study was conducted with professional research
personnel doing the interviewing.

Perhaps this study, more s o than River-

ton, explored more in depth , no t only a communi ty ' s demo graphic nature
but s pecifics of individuals ' religious practices and feelings con�erning their non- Jewis h neighbor.
Because of the t remendous success of the Riverton Study , Lakeville was designed to provide new insights into the at titudes of Jews .
74

sklare and Greenblum, op. cit. , p . vii .
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Lakeville approximated the views of the preceding study, yet Lakeville ' s
participants indicated a concern for provid ing a good Jewish oackground
for their children .

Subsequent studies ( e . g . , :Sayville, White Plains ,

Southville, and Kansas City) have shown varying concern for Jewish edu
cation .

White Plains , for example, indicated that less than one out of

ten children attend any kind of Jewish educational program, while Bay
ville and Kansas C i ty showed a high percentage of children attending
some form of religious school.

Of those studies mentioned, Lakeville

Jews had the highest percentage of respondents belonging to non
sectarian groups ( 9 1 percent).

Although Lakeville responde�ts, believed

that it was impo rtant to give to Jewish charities , f ew actually made a
contribution .
In 1 95 8 , the American Jewish Committee was asked to study the
attitudes of Jews in White Plains , New Yo rk .

The rationale of the study

was to find out j ust wha t the Jews were thinking about and how ready
they were to partj_cipate ln all phases of g eneral communi ty life while
maintaining their Jewish d istinctiveness.

Up to th is point, the p revi

ous studies did n0t concern themselves with this issue .
The ·white Plains s�rvey, unlike the two previous surveys, dif
fered in one maj o r respect.

In its methodology, the ';mite Plains Study

incorporated volun teers rather than professional opinion research inter
viewers .

As a result of comparing the data of thi s study with others

and in examining internal consi.stency of the study itself , it was deter
mined that the f indings accurately reflected the opinions of the White
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75
·
·
. .h 1ay vo 1 unteers interviewing.
·
.
P1ains
popu 1ation
even w it
.
corporated within the study were :
attitudes

Areas in-

(1) organization affiliations, (2)

toward other Jews, (3) attitudes toward non-Jews, (4) knowl

edge and experience of local anti-semitism, ( 5) philanthropy--Jewish
and non-Jewish, (6) attitudes about Jewish education and culture, (7)
attitudes about Israel, and (8) social relationships.

76

White Plains drew upon f indings of previous studies and questioned the respondents in more depth in many areas.

For instance, this

study reflected that Jewish-non-Jewish relations were not as strained
as expressed in subsequent 3 tudies .

Fewer than 10 percent were per

sonally involved in anti-semetic incidents .

Also worth noting, was the

fact that 60 percent of the White Plains respondents wanted their children
to belong to non-sectarian groups, but 90 percent would object to their
child ' s interdating.

Similar to Lakeville, the wbite Plains respondents

belonged to more non-sectarian organizations than Jewish groups (8 out
of 10).

White Plains Jews indicated strong ties t oward Israel, some

ritual practice, i. e. , lighting Friday night candles, and yet their
participation in Jewish educational programs and Jewish reading was
very low as compared to subsequent studies .
With the expertise of the American Jewish Commi ttee ' s Research
Division, other cities in the United States began to evaluate their
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Heury T. Lipman, Study Director , "The White Plains Jewish
Attitudes Survey" (a re port to the Westchester Division Annual Meeting
of the American Jewis h Committee on October 19, 19 58), pp. 2-3.
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communities in hopes of better understand ing themselves and planning
for change.

The Southville Study of Memphis ( 1959) which will be dis-

cussed in more de tail in the following section, is another survey
which developed from the Riverton and White Plains studies.
The Bayville Survey (1959) of Dade County, Florida, published
in 196 1, is yet another example of the impact of previous Jewish com
munal attitud inal studies.

With assistance from the Jewish Committee

and incorporating top ics recommended by local residents, a questionnaire was drawn up and administered.
trained.

Volunteer interviewers were

Varying somewhat from previous stud ies, Bayville added to

its list of questions issues such as views on desegregation, relations
between Jewish and Negro ch ildren, and the issue of religion in the
public schools.

77

Bayville Jews, unlike the earlier stud ies, indicated that 50
percent would like to have more contact with non-Jews.

The Bayville

Study also disclosed that a high percentage of Jews believed that some
Jews or groups of Jews were the cause for anti-semetic feelings from
Unlike other studies, Bayville Jews were c ommitted to

non-Jews.

Israel ; 50 percent of chose questioned belonged to a Z ionist organ iza
tj_on with 20 percent of the respondents willing to set·c le in Israel.
A large maj ority of Bayville Jews belonged to at least one Jewish
organization, as did Jews in Southville, Lakeville , White Plains, and
others.

As found in previous studies , Bayville Jews entertained and were
77

Manheim Shap iro, ed. , The Bayville Surve_z..:._A Survey of the
Attitudes of Affil iated Jews in vade County, Florida (Greater Miami
Chap ter, The American Jewish Committee, 1 958) .
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entertained by non-Jews on an occasional level.

In practicing re-

ligious customs , Bayville Jews tended to maintain a low level of
practice.
The Kansas City Survey (19 62), also a task undertaken by the
American Jewish Counnittee, added another piece to the story of
American Jewry.

This study, like the one previously mentioned, pro

vided a relatively accurate picture of attitudes and life patterns of
local Jews from which problems and needs could be perceived, and upon
which program services could be based .

78

Drawing upon the results of previous s tudies, the Kansas City
Study generally provided a more in-depth view o f American Jewry .

Kansas

City Jewry we-ce seen as the norm, following the other studies with re
gard to religious practices .

Reform Jews of Kansas (64 percent) ex

changed Christmas gifts, while 24 percent had Chris tmas trees .

A smaller

percentage of Jews in Kansas City disapproved of intermarriage than in
Bayville or Southville .
A large number of Jews in the Kansas City S tudy experienced
anti-sem.itism in comparison to Southville and White Plains Jews.

Com

pared with the o ther s tudies, Kansas City Jews expressed the smallest
percentage for those feeling a deep sense o f lo ss if Israel was
destroyed.

Again, one sees a maj ority of respondents a ttending High

Holiday services , participating in Passover Seders and lighting Chanukah candles.

7 8�-

This compared favorably with all o ther studies mentioned.

·
·
danheun
:,�b_ap :i.ro
, e d. , Kansas City Su:cvey : A Report o f Attitudes and Activit :ies of Jews (New Yo rk: Ame rican Jew ish Committee,
1962 ) .
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Each survey provided the impetus for other studies.

Answers

found on one study helped establish new questions to be found on sub
sequent studies.
In terms of more up-to-date demographic and attitudinal studies
one finds a number oi cities undertaking this task.

Included among

others were Houston ( 1976 ) , Minneapolis (1973), Dallas (1974), Boston
( 196 5 ) , and San Francisco (1959 ) .

79

These studies were undertaken by

the local community and not by the American Jewish ColIIIIlittee.

Only two

of the demographic-attitudinal studies have been reproduced and pub
lished.

These studies are the San Francisco Study by Fred Masserik

in 1953 and 1959 and the Boston Study of 1965 and repeated in 1975.
Analy ses of both studies ind icated there was a substantial change not
only in demographic information, but also in religious observance and
the perceived needs cf the population.
Demographic changes , as seen in movement of Jews from one part
of the United States to others, and atti tudinal changes create a number
of challenges which Ame:!'.'ican Jews must face.

Without

c1

constant flow

of information which relates how Jews feel on issues and how their
79
Fred Masserik, A Report on the Jewi sh Population of Los
Angeles (Los Angeles : Los Angeles Research Service Bureau, Jewish
Federati on Council of Greater Los Angeles, November, 1959); Floyd J .
Fowler, 197 5 Counnuni ty Survey : A Study of the Jewish Population of
Greater Boston ( Boston : Comb ined Jewish P hilanthropies of Greater
Boston, 1977) ; Judith Erikson and Mitchell J . Lazarus, The Jewish
Cormuunity of Grea ter Minneapolis , 1971- 1972 : A Population Study
(Minneapolis : Minneapolis Federation of Jewi s h S ervice, 1973 ) ; Betty
J. Maynard, The Dallas Jewish Communi ty Study (Dallas : Jewish Wel
fare Federation of Dallas, 1974) ; Sam Sc hulman , David Gottlieb , and
Shei la Sheinberg, A. S ocial and Demographic Survey of t he Jewish Com
munity of Houston Texas (Houston: Jewish Connnunity Council of
Metropolitan Houston, Inc . , 1976 ) .
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behavior patterns have changed , the problem of providing effective
programming and service delivery cannot be met .
Summary of Communal Studies
Indicative of the studies mentioned and in light of current
events on the American Jewish scene (e . g . , increased intermarriage ,
more social mobili ty ) , there seems to be change not only in the Jewish
home but also in Jewish identity.

Historically, the Jewish home has

always been synonymous with cohesiveness .

The sense of duty and re

sponsibility toward one another extended beyond the nuclear family to
include landslei t, fell ow countrymen.
together as a unit :

Common bonds had held the family

( 1) bonds of blood, (2) bonds of heritage, (3)

bonds of history, and ( 4 ) bonds of religious ritua l .

Lakeville,

Riverton, Southvil le and other studies indicated a sl ight break from
the historical cohesive nature of family .

B onds of blood and heritage

were seen to have less importance while more emphasis is being placed
on Jewish-Christian relations .
Of great consequence to the stabil ity of the Jewish home has
been religion.

The 3 tudies conduc ted i.n the 1 9 .SO ' s indicated that

reli.gious norms have de c lined and religious observation ratings have
reached a low level.

'vfuat becomes evident is the fact that the "re

ligious sanctuary " of the Jewish heme where the fines t of Jewish ideals
were sanctified daily , e. g . , Kashrut (dietary laws ) , Sabbath and festi
vals, prayer and family purity , are seen as becoming less important.
Historical ly, each member of the Jewish family had his own
defined ro le .

The fa ther had the dominant role; the mo ther provided the
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family with warmth , understanding a sens e of togetherness .

Be-

cause of the impact cf a changing world on the Jewis h family , domes tic
roles have become obscured, confused, and ill-defined .

The American

Jewish Committee studies have alluded to this chac.ge in the Jewish
family.

The cohes iveness of the Jewish home is s een to be unraveling.

The rate of Jewish divorce and ass imila tion seems to be indicative of
new family pattern s emerging. S O
VIII.

DESCRIPTION A.i"'TD BACKGROUND INFOR..'1A TION
OF 1959

The o riginal Southville s tudy of 1959 will be outlined at this
point.

The find in gs of each of the following areas will be summarized

according to :

( 1 ) background data; (2) religious affiliation; (3) es-

sentials of Judais m; ( 4 ) organizational life; ( 5) Jewish causes and
philanthropies ; (6) Is rael; ( 7) relationship to others ; (8) stereotypes;
and ( 9 ) intermarriage, interdating and friend ships of children .
Background Data
The popula tion ' s age range in the 1 9 59 study can be divided
into thirds .

One- thi rd of the population fell between the ages of

21 and 41; one-third was grouped between 41 and 51 (E_
final third of the population was 5 1 and over.

=

2 85 ) .

The

Memphis Jews res ided in

almost all portions o f the city but tended to concentrate in lovely ,
residen tial , middle-class neighborhoods .

80

Rosen tha� , loc . cit .
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A fifth of the Jewish f amilies had lived in Memphis for 10
years or less.

A large proportion had lived here all their lives.

Eighty percent of Memphis Jewry were American-born at the time of the
study (5 5 percent had two foreign-born parents).
two Ame rican-born p arents.

Only 30 percent had

Approximately 80 percent of the Jewish

families of Memphis had one or more children who ranged in age from
infan�y to adulthood.
The educatiopal level of Memphis Jewry was high in 1959.

Forty

percent of the men had completed college or post--gxaduate training .
Memphis Jews , like Jews i n most parts of the United States, were em
ployed as owners or execu tives of b usinesses (predominantly mercan
tile) , as salespeople, as profess ionals and as white-collar workers.
There were no unskilled laborers and only one in twenty was a skilled
or s emi-skilled lab orer when the interviews were administered.
Religious Affiliation
Ninety-four p ercent of Memphis Jews said they were affiliated
with a temple or synagogue.

Of these, 53 percent were affiliated with

a Reform temple and 41 percent with an Orthodox synagogue .

Only 4

percent of the sample was affiliated with the relatively new Conserva
tive temple and were not reported in most of the findings.

In Memphis ,

the Reform-affiliated were more likely to have completed higher levels
of general education th.,;_n the Orthodox-affiliated ; they were more
likely to b e Ai--uerican-borri an d vere much more likely to have had two
American-born parents.

Regardless of their actual affiliation, 40

percent of the Orthodox Jews indica ted that they con s idere d themselves
Conservative .
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Essentials of Judaism
The respondents were offered a list o f principles or practices
and were asked to indicate whether they considered it essential for
being a good Jew, desirable but not essential, or as making no dif
ference .

Memphis Jews listed the following ranked in order of those

practices

most frequently mentioned as essential:

Belief in G-d (95

percent) ; leading an ethical and moral life (93 percent) ; accept being
a Jew and not trying to hide it ( 8 8 percen t) ; gaining respect o f Christian
neighbors (74 percent) ; supporting humanitarian causes (72 percent) ;
belonging to a synagogue or temple (71 percent) ; knowing the fundamentals
of Judaism (66 percent); promo ting civil betterment and improvement (59
percent) ; attending services on High Holidays ( 57 percent) ; marrying
within the Jewish group (53 percent) ; working for equality for all mi
nority groups (48 percent) ; contributing to Jewish philanthropies (38 per
cent) ; supporting Israel (28 percent) ; attending weekly services ( 19 per
cent) ; observing the dietary laws (13 percent) ,

These choices did not

vary greatly between the Orthodox-affiliated and the Reform-affiliated .
Half or more o f the respondents said that they regularly car
ried out on�Ly three of the practices--attending High Holiday services,
participating in a Passover Seder, and lighting Chanukah candles .

Less

than half bought kosher meat regularly, lighted Friday night candles
regularly, attended Sabbath or daily services regularly , or kept two
sets of dishes .

Hmiever, it was found that the Orthodox-affiliated

observed these practices in excess of the Reform-affilia ted, with two
exceptions:
regularly .

attending High Holiday services and Sabbath services
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Approximately a t hird cf both the Orthodox-affiliated and the
Reform-affiliated said that their children attended a Jewish religious
school.

Fifty-two percent of the respondents said there should not be

a Jewish all-day school.

The Orthodox favored a Jewish day school to

a much greater extent than did the Reform.

One-fourt h of the respond

ents said that they had themselves participated in some type of Jewish
educational program du.ring the last year .

Two-fifths said that they

regularly read books or magazines on Jewish subj ects.
Organizational Life
The Jews of rfemphis, like Jews elsewhere in the United States,
tended to join organizations in 1959.

Ninety-one percent belonged to

at least one organization and fully a third were officers or board mem
bers of organizations.

Nineteen percent of the respondents belonged to

no Jewish organizat ions, while 39 percent belonged to no non-sectarian
organizations.

The Reform-affiliated were more likely to belong to

non-sectarian organizations tha.n were the Orthodox-affiliated.
A greater proportion of women than men belonged to organi z a
tions, generally, but the women were more likely to belong to Jewish
organizations.

Fifty-one percent of the women said they belonged to no

non-sectarian organizations.

Many non-sectarian organizations to

which men belonged were business organizations such as trade and pro
fessional associations, Chambers of Commerce.

The largest number (more

than half) of the respondents belonged to temple or synagogue-related
organizations.

Between 6 0 and 70 percent did not spend any time on

organizational activity in the 1959 study.
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Jewish Causes and Philanthropies
The 19 59 sample were asked to evaluate eleven Jewish causes as
very important, moderately important, somewhat important, or not impor
tant at all .
tance .:.

Those causes were ranked in descending order o f impor-

Temples ai1d synagogues (84 percent) ; national agencies to over

come anti-semitism ( 6 4 percent) ; Jewish family service agencies ( 6 2 per
cent) ; Jewish Community Center (60 pe rcent) ; national youth-serving
agencies ( 5 5 percent); local Jewish education (48 percent); Israeli causes
( 44 percent) ; Jewish hospitals (44 percent); overseas relief (42 percent) ;
institutions of higher Jewish learning (36 percent ) ; research and publi
cations on Jewish history and background (2 7 percent) .

The Orthodox

affiliated and the Refo nn-affiliated ran about the same except for the
following :

more of the Orthodox were likely to consider the Jewish Com

munity Center, local Jewish education and Israeli causes very important;
whereas, the Reform were more likely to rate Jewish family service agencies
as very important .
Israel
Ninety percen t of Memphis Jews said they would feel some sense
o f personal loss if Israel were destroyed, and 60 percent said this
would be a "very deep" s ense o f personal loss.

Seventy-one percent o f

the respondents though t the effect of the State o f Israel on the status
of American Jews was beneficial , 8 percen t thought it was harmful , and
21 percent said the effect was mixed.

When asked whether they thought

that aid to Israel by Ame:.:-ican Jews had inf luenced the attitudes o f
o ther Arlericans toward American Jews , a maj ority (60 percent) said
they thought that it had.

O f these, 85 percent thought tha t such help

so
to Is rael had made o ther Americans more friendly and 15 percen t thought
i t had made o ther Americans more unfriendly.

Large majorities thought

tha t American Jews should rais e money for Israel a.nd should try to in
fluence b o th Uni ted S ta tes foreign policy and American public opinion
in favor of Israel.

Almo s t the en tire sample was opposed to American

Jews becoming citizens of Israel, encouraging their children to do s o,
or giving Israeli financial needs prio rity over local needs .
Relationships to O thers
Seven teen percen t of the responden ts s aid that they divided
their charitable con t ributions equally be tween Jewish and non-sectarian
caus es ; 13 percen t said they gave more than half of the money they do
nated to non-s e c tarian causes ; 45 percen t said they gave more than half
to Jewish caus es .

One out of ten. Orthodox Jews said he gave more than

half of the money he had dona ted to non-sec tarian caus es , while one out
of four Reform Jews said this.

None of the foreign-born Memphis Jews

reported giving mor e than half the dollars they donated to non-s ec tarian
caus es .
The respo.:1.den ts were equally divided on whe ther they though t
there were any pro b lerns be tween Jews and non-Jews in Memphis .

Fifty-one

percen t said that rela tions be tween Jews and non- Jews were no t at all
s trained, 3 7 perc en t said these relations were only somewha t s trained,
9 percen t said they were fairly s trained, and 1 percent said they were

very s trained.

Of those who said that rela tions were s trained to some

degree, fully half a t t ributed this to both Jews and non-Jews.
out of s even attributed s trained relations to non-Jews alone.

Only one

51
Seventy-one percent said they had heard o f n o anti-semetic in·
ciden t in Memphis recently, and 85 percen t said that they or their
families had not personally experienced any an ti-semetic act.

Memphis

Jews apparently h ad a large amoun t of personal social con tact with non
Jews .

Seventy-seven percent of the sample said they had spent at

least one evening in the last year visiting a non-Jewish home, 69 percent
said they had had non-Jews visiting in their own homes, and 52 percent
repo rted spending an evening in a social gathering which included both
Jewish and non-Jewish couples .
Of the neighb ors they reported being more f riendly with, 44 per
cent said that these are either

all non- Jews or a majori�y non-Jews,

and anoth er 27 percent reported they are most friendly with an equal
number of Jews and non-Jews.
S tereotypes
The respondents were given the opportuni ty to agree or disagree
with a lis t of stereotypic statemen ts both ab out Jews and about nonJews .

A small number o f the respondents agreed with the stereo type state

ments about Jews and about non-Jews, e. g . , tha t Jews tended to be cleverer
than most people.

Half of them agreed with the statements that Jews

tended to be more liberal politically, tended to he more money minded
and tended to be shrewder b usinessmen ; 65 percen t agreed with the
statement tha t Jews tended to be more interes ted in education and 72
percen t agreed with the s tatement that Jews tended to b e more aggres
sive .

A maj ority o i the res ponden ts agreed wi::h all the following state

men ts about non-Jews :

they tended to be more reli gious than Jews,

52
to drink more, to go in for more physical fighting, to have less
closely-knit families, and to be j u st about the same as Jews in most
respects.
Approximately the same proportions of Orthodox-affiliated and
Reform-affiliated agreed with the statements that Jews were more interested in education and that Jews tended to be more aggressive, but the
Orthodox-affiliated were more likely to agree with the other stereo
typic statemen t s 2bout Jews.

Fewer of the Orthodox-affiliated agreed

with the statement that non-Jews were just about the same as Jews in
most respects .

More of the Orthodox- affiliated than the Reform-

affiliated agreed with the other stereotypes about non-Jews .
Intermarriage, Interdating , and
Friendships of Children
Of the resp ondents with children (� = 222), 68 percent s trongly
disapproved of their child ' s intermarrying , 19 percent said they would
mildly disapprove , 12 percent said it would make no difference, and 1
percent said they would mildly approve.
strongly approve.

No parent reported that he would

Tne Orthodox-affiliated were more likely to say they

would strongly disapprove than the Reform-affiliated.

Fifty-two per-

cent of those with r�o American-born parents said they would disapprove
of their child ' s intermarrying as against 75 percent with two foreign
born parents who sa id they would disapprove.
Sixty-·one percen t said they would not approve if their teenage
child dated a non-J ew.

With respect to younger children, most re

s pondents who had scout-age children ( 8 to 14 years) did want their
child to be a member of a �ixed boy or girl scout troop.

However, even
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with these young children, 25 percent said they disapproved of their
child ' s having non-JeT.-1 is h friends of the same sex ; 75 percent said they
disapproved of their child ' s having non-Jewish friends of the opposite
sex.
The 1959 sample was seen to be a religiously identifiable group
of people .

Indicative of this was their emphasis on belief in G-d and

the high percentage of respondents who affiliated with a synagogue or
temple.

Israel was also seen as an important part of their Jewish identi

ity as well as synagogue and temple activities.

Ritual observances such

as lighting Chanukah candles, attending Passover Seders, were customs
practiced in both the Orthodox and Refo rm samples.

The newly formed

Conservative synagogue was found to represent 4 percent of the total
sample.

CHAPTER III
METHOD OF PROCEDURE
The availability of a source of current demographic information on a population is fundamental in providing a community with a
vehicle for effective planning and comprehensive service delivery.

The

Federal Census conducted every decade furnishes a secular community
with necessary descriptive informa tion .

Unfor�unately, specific data

concerning the Jewish community are unavailable through this source.

Con

sequently, some individual Jewish communi ties in the U . S. A. find it es
sential tc secure the needed data via separate surveys and ques tionnaires.

I.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The beginnings of an evaluative process in Memphis was created
in October 1958.

At a national American Jewish Commi t tee meeting in

New Orleans, Louisiana, a survey process, whi ch already had been used
in the Riverton Study , was presented to members from some fifteen
cities with the in tent of luring other coill!Ilun:iti.es to adopt the model .
The uniqueness of this model was that it expanded the parameters of
p revious studies .

This survey was able to research a corrnnunity from

both a demographic and an attitudinal perspective.

Three members of

the Memphis Jewish community were present at t his s ession, and were
quite enthusiastic about the utility of such a proj ec t.
Within twc days after the close of the conference, the de
cision was made by the Memphis Jewi3h communal leadership to partici
pate in the study.

The process, then, was initiated.
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The national
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off ice of the American Jewish Commit tee was equally enthus iastic with
the prc s pec t of surveying a Sou thern community , b ecause it was reputed that the Southern Jew was dif ferent from his Northern counterpart-
in h is religious outlook a.nd h is s ocial adjus tmen t .
The Communi ty Relat ions Cammi ttee of the Memphis Jewish com
munity created a Steering Commit tee ( twen ty--one members) which subsequen tly estab lished subcommit tees res pons ible for:

(1) p lanning the

ques tionnaire, (2 ) recrui ting an d training interviewers, (3) drawing
the sample , and ( 4 ) coding .

Both the local Rabb ina te , and the b oard of

the J ewish Service Agency consulted on man y of the ques tions chosen .
Th e National D irec tor for Communal Affairs o f the American Jewish Com
mit tee visited Memph is on two occas ions to aid in the development of
plans and to train in terviewers.
The actual ques tionnaire employed was based on items from b o th
the Riverton and the Wh ite Plains s tudies.
eight que s tions.

Th ere was a total of f i f ty

Becau s e the process of surveying was implemented by

a volunteer s taff of in terviewers, the ins trumen t was cons truc ted s o
a s t o limit the poss ib ility of interviewer b ias upon the ques t ions.
The ma j ority of the questions either demanded yes /no responses, or pro
vided a L ikert (1-4) range of res pons es.

Each interv iewer was in

s tructed to ask the ques tions as they appeared on the ques t ionnaire.
They were cautioned no t to interpret any answer.
E i gh t interviewers were respons ible for collect ing the infor
ma tion on the interview schedules from 285 responden ts.

To compu te the
/
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results a separate codir.g team converted the data on the schedule into
numbers compatible with an IBM machine .
The Southville sample was drawn from the Memphis W elfare Fund's
nearly complete list of Jewish families i.n the Memphis Jewish community.
This was done to insure each Jewish family an opp ortunity to be included
in the study.

The sampling process consisted of selecting out every

tenth name of the list.

The representativeness of the sample was checked

by noting how closely the sample conformed to the pattern of religious
& ffiliation and the location of residence o f the to tal Jewish population
0 £ Memphis.

Although the consultant to the original Southville Study at

tempted to secure a 10 per cent sample of the 3, 000 families ( the Jewish
popula.tion of Memphis in 1959), in actuality 285 f amilies were given a
face- to- face interview.

No information was provided which revealed why

the full sample -was not ob tained.
Because the report, under the pseudonym " Southville, " was never
published for the general public, and some of the people who were instrumental in the study are no longer available f or questioning, the informa
tion dealing with the exact sampling methods can no longer be found.
Some of the basic procedures have scantily been described in the findings
of the 1959 Southville s urvey.

The only public expression o f the re-

sults was a verbal presentation by representatives of the American Jewish
Committee made on June 2, 1959, to the Memphis Jewish lay l eadership.

1

�nheim Shapiro, ed. , 1 1 Southvi.lle Survey of Jewish Attitudes"
(American Jewish Commi t tee, 1959, unpublished) .

57
II .

PLANNING PHASE

Twenty y ea):s la ter, two graduate s tuden ts from the University
of Ten.�essee School of Social Work went to the Memphis Jewis h Federation wi th the idea that s ome of the services rendered to the Jewish
community (vis-a-vis the Memphis Jewish Community Cen ter, Memphis Jewish
Service Agency) needed to be evaluated.

After lengthy discuss ions with

the professional s taff of the Memphis Jewish Federation and the Jewish
Service Agency, it was decided that a re-examination of the Southville
Survey would provide bo th the profess ionals and the lay communal leader
ship with s pecific information useful in program planning and in assess ing
services already provided in the communi ty .
After examining the original Southville Survey of 1959 , the
s tudents though t it would be necessary to broaden the scope of the
schedule tc assure tha t it would be a comprehens ive source of informa
tion for the Jewish connnunal services agenicies (Memphis Jewis h Commun
ity Cen ter, Memph is Jewis h Federation, Jewish Service Agency, and
B 1 nai B ' ri th Home) .

The researchers were s ligh tly hindered by the

absence of a complete ques tionnaire from the 1959 s tudy in the Memphis
Jewish Federation files; the American Jewis h Connnittee was also un
able to locate a complete s urvey in its files.
III .

THE SURVEY INSTRUMENT

The s chedule used in the presen t s tudy was ten pages ( see
Appendix A) with a cover s hee t which repor ted the sub j ec t ' s code
number ( to insure the subjects ' anonymity) , the da te, s ex, and the
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interviewer ' s initials verifying the infcrmation received.
seven o f the. original f ifty-eigh t items were util ized.

Forty

Each of

these original forty-seven q uestions had been coded and each finding
had been documented by tab les in the Southville report presented to
Memphis Jewish communal leaders in 1959 .
The remaining seventeen questions were drafted using a number
of actual questions from the 1975 Boston survey and also suggestions
by the Executive Director of the Memphis Jewish Federation and the
U nivers ity of Tennessee Thesis Advisor .

The instrument was primarily

revised by adding a f ew q ue.stions pertaining to :

(1) Jewish and secu-

lar $ducation , and ( 2) family life education.
By creating the new addendum to the original schedule, the
researchers were care f ul to adhere to the original guidelines of the
initial study, namely tha t the instrument:
1.

Be s imple enough that any non-professional volunteer
from the general community could adminis ter it .

2.

That the items would warrant responses which could
be easily rr.anaged and would not involve extensive
verbatim reporting.

3.

That no q uestion would be intimidating, threatening,
or offensive to any community member .

4.

That all the i nformation gl eaned from the instrument
would be valuable and useful to the community ' s pro
fessional and lay leadership .
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5.

That the ques tionnaire would take no more than 45 minutes
to compl ete .

2

The schedule was pretested by six individuals in order to
assess certain test characteristics such as:

( 1 ) the organization of

�he instrumen t, ( 2) the clarity of each question asked, and ( 3) the
t ime needed to comp lete the questionnaire .

Each researcher was re

sponsible for administering three of the pretes ted questionnaires.
The pre test proved to be qui te informative in that it served
to initate organizing the test questions into ca tegories.
draft five categories were used :

In the final

( 1) information on socio-economic

status and religious affilia tion, ( 2) philanthropies and services, ( 3)
at titudes and practices, (4) Jewish education, and (5) Israel.

The

final item on the schedule was an evaluative question which a ttempted
to ascertain if the subject felt he/she had an adequate opportunity
to respond to issues and attitudes pertaining to the Memphis Jewish
communi ty in 1978.
The schedule con tained items which when completed would pro
vide the researchers with basic demographic data (age, sex, marital
status, educational background, occupation, income, number of children,
family I s country o f o rigin, and patte rns of mobility) .
on :

It also focused

(1) synagogue aff iliation ; (2) membershi p in secular and Jewish

organizations; (3) interest in Jewish/ non- Jewish causes , and / or
Jewish/non-Jewish services ; (4) assessment of the community ' s per
formance in the area of immigrant resettlement and programming for the
aged ; (5) religious attitudes and the exten t to which Judaism was
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practiced; (6) attitudes on Judeo-Christian relationships ; and (7) views
on Is rael .

S imilar to the 1959 Southville s tudy , all items could be

answered by checking an appropriate number or by providing short
answers.

This res pons e sys tem was easily unders tood by t he s ix pre

tes t subj ects.

The researchers then decided that all the question-

·11aires would be self - ad.minis trered.

IV .

THE

POPULATION AND THE SAMPLE

The target population of this study was the Jewish connn.unity
of Memphis in 19 78 .

But this was a rather amorphous entity.

Although

Jews tend to identify as Jews voluntarily, it is s till difficult to
determine the extent of their religious , ethnic , or cultural identity.
Accor ding to Sklare, a Jewish community is comprised of members who
identify themselves as Jews no matter what their synagogue affilia
3
.
ti.on.

In 19 7 7 and 1978, a demographic s tudy was completed of the
Jewish cornmuni ty in Memphis which was funded by the Memphis Jewish Federation.

The researchers were able to use the Nay 1978 printout of

names from this census to form the population b as e, from which the
s amp le was drawn.

The ros ter used contained names, addresses, and

other coded information pertaining to the Jewish households .

At the

time this survey was undertaken, the roster inclu ded 3, 243 households.

3
4

Sk.lare , America ' s Jews, pp. 103-135.

census of the Memphis Jewish Community, 1 9 7 7 (Memphis :
Southern Cons ulting Services , 197 7) .

4
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A systematic random sampling p rocedure was designed s o that
every 3 0th name on the roster was selected .

One hundred and ten

households were initially selected for participation in the study
(n = 110) .

Each of these individuals was given a code number to as

sure confidentiality .
The following procedure was used to encourage participation ,
prior to the actual interviews .

A letter was sent on Jewish Community

Relations Council 3 tationery to each subject in the sample exp laining
briefly the purpose of the study, and those facets of the community
endorsing and participating in the study ( U. T . School of Social Work,
Jewish Service Agency , Memphis Jewish Federation) ( see Appendix B) .
Two weeks after these letters were mailed to the p rospective subjects ,
the research team ( 15 volunteers selected by the researchers) telephoned
the households to confirm their participation in the survey .
selected, 50 refused to participate .

Of the 110

Because the researchers desired a

minimum sample of 75 participants, they went to a coIDinunity-wide program
at the Jewish Community Center (the Golda Meir Memorial program) on a
Sunday evening which had a diverse group of Me:!:ilphis Jews and asked for
voluntee�s to complete the questionnaire .

Fifteen cooperated .

The final

sample represented nearly 3 percent of the households in the Memphis Jewish
cotmnunity (as advanced by the Census) and was assumed to b e a "viable"
base sample considering the completeness of the Census.
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V.

PLANNING THE QUESTIONNAIRE

Subsequent to the acceptance of a final draft of the question
naire, a maste r code book was developed which translated the actual
ques tions into language manageab le for a computer .

The researchers

worked closely with the Universi ty of Tennessee faculty to accomplish
this task.

The researchers initially went to the National Council of

Jewish Women whose membership did the interviewing for the 1959 study.
The Council felt that it ,-1as not a project w ith which the membership
would want to become involved.

Therefore, it was necessary to ask a

cross-section of women in the community to offer their assistance.
During the following two weeks, the two resea rchers began recruiting
volunteers who would contact the subjects and be responsible for see
ing that the questionnaire was completed .

Seventeen volunteers fin

ally agreed to make this commitment.
An Affidavit of Confidentiality was introduced to the volun
teers, and its rationale was explained to them (see Appendix C).

Each

volunteer signed an affidavit afte r receiving his/ her specific list of
names and their app r op riate code numbers.

One master list of the 110

subjects randomly sampled was kept in the vault at the Memphis Jewish
Federation to insure the rule of confidentiality determined by the
University of Tennessee Human Sub ject Expe riments Committee (1972).
The month of December 1978 was allotted fo r the completion of
the interview schedules.

Each volunteer was given between three to five

names and was asked to assume full responsib ility for contacting the sub
jects and assuring the completion of the schedules.

As the questionnaires
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were returned to the research team, they were coded and reco rded fo r
data process ing on computer coding sheets .
punched .

The data were then key

The maj crity of the questions were analyzed according to such

variab les as age , sex, and religious affilia tion us ing frequency distri
bution, Pearson ' s Product-Moment . Correlation, Chi-square , and analysis
of variance statistical techniques.

CHAPTER IV

RESUL TS AND DISCUSSION
I.

DESCRIPTIVE AND BACKGROUND
INFORMAT ION OF 1979

The variables related to Jewish identity in the 1959 study
(attitudes on Israel , causes and philanthropies, the essentials of
Judaism, stereotypes, attitudes and practices) were examined by car
relational analysis and will be described in the subsequent two sections
of this chapter.

The following data will add an extra dimension at the

end of the description of the demographics with regard to:

(1 ) alcohol

and drug problems withi n the Memphis Jewish community , (2) relationships
with non-Jews, (3) interdating , and (4) the needs of elderly , and (5)
the Russian immigrant .

Alcohql and drug problems and the needs of the

elderly and the Russian iillilligrant were questions added by the re
searchers in 1979 .
From the data secured from the 19 77 Census and from the random
sample in 1979,

1

it is evident that the vast majority of Memphis ' Jewry

reside in East Memphis .

Within this large area, it seems tha t most of

that population make their homes in the 3811 7 and 3 8138 zip code areas .
These areas can be described as lovely, residential, middle-class neigh
borhoods .

1

Researchers used 1 977 Memphis Jewish Census only when applicable
to information related to 1959 and 1 9 7 9 study . All data used for the
1 9 7 9 study are reported using adj usted frequencies unless o therwise
indicated .
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A little less than one quarter of the heads of the households
have lived in Memphis ten years or less (28 percent) .
lived in Memphis on the average 24 . 6 years .

The subj ects have

Those who are not native

Memphians have emigrated here largely from Northeast U.S.A . (21 percent) ,
the proximal states to Tennessee of Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi,
Kentucky, Missouri (15 percent), and from the Midwest (12 percent).

The

present Jewish population of Memphis is a relatively stable one, with
over two-thirds of its heads of households indicating that they were not
likely to move within the next ten years.
A maj ority of the subjects ' mothers and fathers were of Eastern
European origin, 68 percent and 73 percent, respectively.

Less than

one-fifth of the subj ects had one parent that was a native-born American .
Four percent of the sample were not born Jewish .

The average age of the

respondents was forty--five years old .
Approximately two-thirds of the subj ects were presently married ;
none were single.

Twelve percent were divorced.

Alcohol and Drug Problems
Seventy-eight percent of the sample population (� = 60, with
15 missing data) reported that there is no alcohol problem among Jews
in Memphis.

When that same sample was asked to assess the effectiveness

of the Service Agency in addressing the problem , 82 percent failed to
answer the question.
Fifty-three percent of the respondents were convinced that there
was a drug problem among Jews in Memphis .

Only 7 percent of the sample
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felt the Jewish Service Agency had been effective in making an impact
on the community with programming.

Fifty-one subjects again had no

response to this particular item.
Relationships with Non-Jews
According to the findings of the 1979 " Southville Revisited"
study, 36 percent of the problems respondents had with non-Jews stemmed
from anti-seme tic origins ra ther than from either religious or eco�
nomic reasons.

Fifty-nine percent of those who answered i.n 1979 felt

that the non-Jew initiated the an ti-seme tic incidents which had been
purely verbal.
The s tudy revealed much social intermixing between Jews and nonJews.

Fifty-one percent of the 1979 sample had much opportunity for

contact with non-Jews; 68 percent of the present samp le had contact
through business.

Seventy-four percent had spent evenings in the home

of a non-Jew between one and five times a year.

Sixty-eigh t percent had

entertained non-Jews in their homes be tween one and five times a year; 8 4
percen t had had experience with non-Jews a t large , mixed social gatherings.
Interdating
Parents were much more approving of their children having nonJewish friends of the same sex (74 percent) than friends of the opposite
sex (50 percent) .

When the ques tion of in terdating was raised, 60 percent

of the total sample did not want their children dating a non- Jew at all, and
85 percent disapproved of their children interdating most of the time.
Satisfying the Needs of the Elderly and
the Russian Immigrants
Thir ty-six percent o f the respondents are unaware of what is pres
ently being done by the Jewish service agencies to s a tisfy the needs o f the
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elderly in the areas of housing (40 percent ), health (47 percent ), socio
cultural, -religion . ( 36 percent ), emotional support (53 percent), financial
aid (62 percent) , education (55 percent) .
Of the 50 percent who responded to the questions which concerned
the service agenices ' effectiveness at satisfying the needs of the
The maj or

Russian innnigrants , the response was not very positive .

thrust of the findings was the lack of response (which seemed to be
apparen t by the high percentage of missing data ) iadicating they did not
know if the needs of the immigrants were being satisfied .
Questionnaire Evaluation
Another added dimension incorporated by the researchers in the
questionnaire was that of an evaluative question concerning the question
naire itself .

The respondents were asked to rank the .1979 Southville

Revisited questionnaire as to being adequate, moderately adequate, in
adequate or no opinion .

The results were as follows :

6 1 percent of the

1979 sample believed the survey instrument to be adequate, 29 percent
considered the instrument to be moderately adequate , 1 percent believed
it to be inadequate, and 9 percent had no opinion .

Thus, the 1979 sample

indicated that the survey instrument gave them an opportunity to respond
to issues and attitudes pertaining to the Memphis Jewish cormnunity .

II.

COHPARATIVE ANALYSIS

Before any s tatements can be made about changes in the socio
cultural and socio-economic nature of the Memphis Jewish community
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over the past twenty years , it is essential to examine the existing
data from:

( 1) the 1959 Southville Study, (2) the 1977 Census of the

Memphis Jewish community ( a demographic study) , and ( 3) the 1979 South
ville Revisited Study.

The results will generally be presented in

tabular form, and will provide informa tion about the Memphis Jewish com
munity as it was described in the 1959 study; and if, and to what degree,
it has changed over twenty years.
Although the median ages of the population described in the
1977 Census and 1979 Southville study were the same ( 40-41 years) , there
9LO

was a discrepancy in the percentages found between the age groups :

20-39 (24 percent and 42 percent, respectively); and (2) 50 and over ( 36
percent and 6 1 percent, respectively) .

An explanation for these age dif

ferences may be due to the population randomly sampled at the Jewish
Community Center in 1979 .

Although there was a wide range of people at

tending the community meeting, over 75 percent of those who were willing
to answer the 1979 questionnaire were be tween the ages of twenty-one and
forty ( see Table 1) .
All three studies had nearly 50 percent ratios of

males to fe

males. The 1977 Census and the 1979 study reflected a slightly higher
percentage of females ( 52 percent and 51 percent, respectively) .

Thus,

in both studies there was no sex bias.
The data in Table 2 received on marital status in the present
s tudy were more cons istent with the 1977 Memph is .Jewish Census material
than with the 1959 study in the number married ( 80 percent in 1959, 69
percent in 1977 , 7 0 percent in 1979) and those widowed (9 percent in
1959, 18 percent in 1977, 14 p ercent in 1979) .

In the 1979 population
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TABLE 1
FREQUENCY PERCE11TAGES OF AGE RANGES OF HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS :
1959 SOUTHVILLE SURVEY (n = 285 ) , 1977 CENSUS (n = 3 , 24 5 ) ,
A...1-W 1 9 7 9 "SOUTHVILLE REVISITED" (n = 7 5 )
195 9
Southville

1977
Census

1979
Southville
Revisited

20-39

34

24

42

40-49

32

15

21

32

61

37

A ge Range
(Years)

so+

(40 years)

(Median Age)

(41 years)

TABLE 2
PERCENTAGES REGARDING MARITAL STATUS : 1 9 5 9 SOUTHVILLE
SURVEY (n = 285 ) , 1977 CENSUS (n = 3 , 24 5 ) , AND
1 9 79 "SOUTHVILLE REVISITED" (.!!_ = 75 )
Marital
Status

1959
Southville

1 977
Census

1979
Southville
Revisited

Marri ed

80

69

70

Divorced and
Separated

5

4

16

Widowed

9

18

14

Never Wed

6

9

70

sample the percen�ages of s eparated and divorced individuals (4 percent
and 12 percent) are more consistent with the national average than
either the 1959 or 1 9 7 7 percentages (4 percent).

In the present stu dy

not one respondent had " never been wed" (0 percent).

The increased

number of widowed appears to reconfirm that the present sample is older
than the population s ampled twenty years ago.
Table 3 indicates that there have been some changes in the
character of the popu lation over the last twenty years related to length
of residence in Memphis.

Slightly over one-quarter of the sample (27 per

cent) has lived in Memphis for ten years or less (versus 18 pe:;:-cent of
the 1959 sampled population).

This indicates that the Memphis Jewish

community s eems to be roo re transient than twenty years ago.

The 1 9 7 9

s tudy indicated increasing numbers (3 3 percent) coming from the North
east and the Midwes t regions .

Of the 3 7 percent o f the sample selected

over 5 0 years old , only 11 percent have resided in Memphis for 5 0 years
or more.

The assumption can be made , therefore , that only one- third were

possibly native Memphians .

Appreciable differences between the 1959 and

19 79 samples can be found in the following categor ie.s :

(1) less than

one year (O percen t to 5 percent; respectively) ; and (2) 41- 50 years (16
percent and 5 percent, respectively).

Thus , there appears to be an in

crease of people moving into the c0mmunity.

When asked the likelihood

of moving out of the community within the next ten years , less than 12
percent responded that this was a "very likely" possibility.
mary reason for the possible change of location was :

The pri

(1) occupation

(43 percent), and (2) personal or family reasons ( 3 3 percent).
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TABLE 3
COMPARISON OF LENGTH OF RESIDENCE. IN YEARS IN PERCENTAGES :
1 9 5 9 SOUTh'VILLE SURVEY (.!!_ = 285 ) AND 1 9 7 9 1 1 SOUTHV'ILLE
REVISITED" (.!!_ = 7 5 )
Length of
Residence
(In Years)
Less than 1

1-10

1959
Southville
0

1979
Southville
Revisited
5

22

18

11-2 0

18

. 16

3 1-40

18

16

11

11

2 1-30

41-50

Over 5 0

25

18

5

16

Level of education, as shown in Table 4, evidenced a significant
change in 1 9 7 9 over the findings of the 1959 study .

Sixty-nine percent

of the sample was seen to have a college degree in 1 9 7 9 as compared to

3 1 percent of the sample studied in 1959.

The increase in the number of

college graduates and professionals seemed to relate positively with
the increase of access to colleges and to the professions for Jews .

2
Marshall Sklare, The Jew in American Socie ty (New York:
Behrman House, Inc., 1 9 7 4 ) , pp . 144-148.

2
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TABLE 4
COMPARISON OF LEVEL OF EDUCATION IN PERCENTAGES : 1959 SOUTHVILLE
SURVEY (n = 285) AND 1979 "SOUTHVILLE REVISITED" (E_ = 75)
Level of
Education
Completed

1959
Southville

19 79
Southvil1e
Revisited

12

4

Grade School
High School

College

Post graduate/Professional

57
23
8

27

40

29

lt &ppears from this sample that as the educational level o f
the population - changed , the occupational nature of the population also
changed.

There are more professionals and business or store owners in

the present sample population (54 pe:rc-e:nt) than twenty years agp (-34 per
cent) ; . . fewer Jewish- women were housewives (35 percent .-ip 1959 ; 25 percent in
1979) .

Thus, the traditional role of the Jewish woman :_(housewife) appears to

be changing ; and. the 1979 popula tion can be characterized as more occupation
ally active in areas with more status and more power (see Table 5 ) .
Table 6 indicates the numbers of people who have j oined or
affiliated with a synagogue or temple .

The present study shows that

in twenty years two times the number (15 . percent in 197 9 ; 6 percent in 1959)
chose net to affiliate .
The American synagogue appears to be a vital institution, per
haps the strongest agency in the entire Jewish community.

There are ,

however , no reliable nationwide statist ics on synagogue affiliation .
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TABLE 5
COMPARISON OF SELECTED OCCUPATIONAL STATUS IN PERCENTAGES :
1959 SOUTHVILLE SURVEY (n = 285) AND 19 79 *
" SCUTHVILLE REVI SITED" (E_ = 75)
1959
Southville

1979
S outhville
Revisited

9

14

Owners of Stores
(Minor Professional)

7

11

18

29

Housewives

35

25

Occupation
Professional

Owners of Business
(Higher Executive)

Blue Collar Wo :ckers

4

2

Note . ( *) Less than 1 0 0 percent because
only selected occupations discussed .

TABLE 6
COMPARISON OF V IEWS ON RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION IN PERCENTAGE S :
1959 SOUTHVILLE SURVEY (n = 2 85 ) , 1977 CENSUS , AND 1979
" SOUTHVILLE REVIS ITED" (_g_ = 75)

Affiliation
Non-Affiliated
Affiliated

1959
Southville

1977
Census

1979
Southville
Revisited

6

16

15

94

84

85
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The most notable aspect o f synagogue affiliation i s that i t
varies with relationship to the size o f the Jewish population of the
colillllunity .

In communities of intermediate size (10, 0 0 0 to 25, 0 0 0

Jewish population) the level o f affiliation appears to be lower than
that of smaller Jewish populations with over 70 percent b elonging to
synagogues or temples .

For example, in Providence, Rhode Island, the

figure is 77 percent ; in Springfield, Massachusetts, it is 76 percent;
in Rochester, New York, 71 percent; and in Camden, New Jersey, it
reaches 82 percent .

In large Jewish connnunities, the rate of affiliation

is much lower , commonly running at about 50 percent of the Jewish
.
popu 1ation.

3

Thus, Memphis Jewry , as seen in the sample, appears to a ffiliate
strongly with temples and synagogues even though there was a slight de
cline in affiliation since 1959.
Table 7 represents the types of synagogues with which the
respondents affiliated .

Th ese findings may demonstrate that the present

study may not be representative of the general population .

There is

a much lower percentage of Reform-affiliated Jews i.n 1979 than in the popu
lation of the Census (15 per cent.. in 1979; 49 percent - in 19 7.:7 Census ) .
skewed distribution precipitated the researchers to correlate attitudinal and socio-economic variables with religious affiliation .
though the data would appear to be weighted disproportionately in
favor of Orthodox views , this may not have actually been the case .

3

Sklare, America ' s Jews , p. 123.

Al

This
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Even t hcugh there were more Orthodox-affiliated subj ects, when the re
spondents were asked to describe themselves religiously (without regard to affiliational ties) , there was a more even balance among the
three groups .

Interestingly, those who described themselves as Ortho-

dox proved to be the smallest of the three groups with 25 percent as com
pared with t�ose. who s aw . themselves as Conservative ( 31 percent) or Reform
(36 percent) .

Thus , how people. affiliated did not necessarily. refl.ect their

actual attitudes and prac tices .

For example, a person indicating

Orthodox affiliation may not actually reflect Orthodox attitudes and
Orthodox practices .

TABLE 7
COMPARISON OF RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION BY SYNAGOGUES/TEMPLES IN
PERCENTAGES : 1959 SOUTHVILLE SURVEY (11 = 285), 197 7 CEN
SUS (:g_ = 3, 243) , ANTI 1979 "SOUTHVILLE REVISITED"
(n = 75)
Religious
Affiliation
By Synagogue/
Temple

1959
Southville
Survey

197 7
Census

1979
Southville
Revisited

Orthodox

41

40

41

Reform

53

49

No Data

(2 )

Cons ervative

Multiple Affiliations

4

11

19

15
7

( 18)

Except for the findings in the areas of the Jewish Community
Center, Israel� causes , Jewish hospitals , and synagogues /temples, all
the other findings were consist ent with the 1959 results .

There was
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an increase of 16 percent in the 1979 study in the importance of having
a Jewish Community Center, and a 1 6 percent increase in importance placed
on Israeli causes .

A decrease in importance was evidenced in the area of

Jewish hospi tals (11 percent) and � surprisingiy enou gh, there was- a decrease
in the importance rating for s-yna gogues and temples, : {15 percent) ·;

Two

thirds of the seventy-five respondents believed that institutions for
the elderly are very important ; the category related to the elderly was
added to the "Southville Revisited" questionnaire by the researchers .
The subj ects were then asked to choose from the summary data in
Table 8 what ·. they considered to be the . two most important cau�es .
a difference in the find in gs between 1959 and 19 79 .
ville study, the two most important causes were:

There was

In the original South-

(1) Temples/Synagogues (6 8

percent), and (2) National Agencies to overcome anti-semiticis:n.i. (JQ percent).
In 19 79 the two areas with the largest responses were:

(1) - the Jewish Com

munity Center (28 percent) and (2) Local Jewish education (23 percent).
Table 9 seems to reflect two maj or differences which seem to
be apparent over twenty years in response to the evaluative qeestions on
the Memphis Jewish Community Center ..

The first difference was that more

of the subj ects were able to place a value on each specific activity
today than they were in 1959 .

In the original study at least 38 percent

(ranging to 55 percent) of the subj ects responded· "Don ' t know" as to how the
Jewish Community Center was achieving its goals in each of the pro gram
categories .

I n 1979 a smaller percenta ge of no more than 33 percent

(as reflected by missing data) were unable to be decisive about assessing
the qua1.i ty of the var ious. programs.
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TABLE 8
COMPARISON OF IMPORTANCE OF JEWISH CAUSES IN PERCENTAGES: 1959
SOUTHV ILLE SURVEY* (n = 285 ) AND 1979 "SOUTHVILLE REVISITED"
(.!!_ = 75 )

Causes

Very
Important
1959 1979

Moderately
Important
1959 1979

Somewhat
Important
1959 1979

Not At All
Important
1959 1979

Jewish Community Ce.nter

60

76

30

16

8

8

2

Local Jewish Education

49

52

31

28

9

14

10

Israeli Causes

44

60

33

33

11

7

10

National Agencies
Against Anti
Semitism

64

64

16

22

13

13

6

1

Jewish Hospitals

44

35

26

32

8

24

2

9

Higher Jewish Learning

36

40

33

33

20

20

10

7

Research and Publica
tions on Jewish History
and Background

27

27

33

46

23

24

15

3

Jewish Family Service
Agency

62

71

26

23

8

6

2

Overseas Relief

42

39

37

29

11

24

8

8

Nation2.l Youth
Serving Agencies

55

56

29

24

9

17

6

3

Temples/Synagogues

84

69

11

20

3

10

1

1

Aged Institutions

,�

7?

20

7

6

1

Note. (*) Percentages may not total 100 pe rcent due to No Opinion
da ta not in table.
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TABLE 9
COMPARISONS OF ESTIMATE OF JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER ACTIVITIES IN
PERCENTAGES: 1959 SOUTHV ILLE SURVEY (n = 285) AND 1979
"SOUTHVILLE REVISITED" (n :; 75)*
Jewish Community
Center Activities

Good
1959** 1979

Fair
1959** 1979

Poor
1 959** 1979

Children ' s Activities

58

60

3

17

Teenage Activities

50

37

4

29

Adult Social

41

37

14

33

Adult Cultural

39

37

12

36

1

7

Athletics

50

60

6

15

1

1

Jew-Christian Relations

39

29

10

36

1

4

Service to Jewish Com
munity Groups

50

52

7

23

Service to Total
Community

50

44

8

24

1

5

Help to Individuals

33

27

9

29

1

12

Guidance to Youth Groups

51

31

6

28

1

8

1
1

4
12

3

Israel

51

20

1

Services to Elderly

63

17

3

Note. ( * ) Re lative frequency used to give the most accurate· de
scription of data .
Note. U:*) Totals for 1959 do not total 100 percent because of
category "Don ' t know . "
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In four of the Jewish Community Center activit ies there ap
peared to be a noticeable difference in responses.

In 1979, 60

percent of the respondents believed that the Jewish Community Center
was doing a good job in the area of athletics, an increase of 10 per
cent over twenty years .

In three other areas (teen act ivities, Jewish

Christian relat ions, and guidance for youth) the sample selected
today felt that the Jewish Community Center ' s effectiveness decreased
13 percent, 10 percent , and 20 percent, respectively.

Only 56 percent

of those responding in 1979 believed that the Jewish Community Center
was doing a " good job" totally in all areas compared to 85 percent in
1959.

In the 1979 study 28 percent gave the Jewish Community Center

a " fair rating. "
Southville Revisited at tempted to assess the quality of
Israeli and elderly progrannning at the Jewish Community Center .

Sixty

percent felt that the Jewish Community Center was doing a " good" j cb
in the area of activities for the elderly, while 50 percent were
favorably impressed with Israeli programming.

It should be noted that

the Jewish Community Center provides the corr:muni ty wi t h an Israeli
representat ive to the Jewl.sh community of Memphis as a resource person
for all Israel-related programs .
Changes were demonstrated in over half of the categories in
Table 10 over the last twen ty years.

In only one area, support of

Israel, was there a 19 percent increase in the " essent ial" responses
si.nce 1959.

In t he 1979 study, the subj ects appeared to show less of

a commitment than the respondent s in 1959 had shown in response to
other issues of civic involvement :

( 1) humanitarian causes ( 5 7 percen t),
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TABLE 10
RANK ORDER AND FREQUENCY OF RESPONSE OF ESSENTIALS TO BEING A
"GOOD JEW" : 1959 SOUTHVILLE SURVEY (E, = 285 ) AND 1 9 7 9
"SOUTHVILLE REVISITED " (� = 7 5 )
Belief or Practice

1959
Rank Order Percent

19 7 9
Rank Order Percent

Belief in G-d

1

95

2

80

Lead an ethical and moral
life

2

93

3

77

Accept his being a Jew and
not try to hide it

3

88

1

81

Gain respect of
neighbors

4

74

11

32

Support humanitarian causes

5

72

0

,.

57

Belong to syna go gue/temple

6

71

9

45

Know the fundamentals of
Judaism

7

66

4

61

Promo te civic betterme.nt
and imp rovement

8

59

13

27

Attend Hi gh Hol iday
services

9

57

8

47

Marry within the Jewish
faith

10

53

5

57

Work for equality for all
minority groups

11

48

12

27

Contribute to Jewish
philanthropies

12

38

10

44

Support Israel

13

28

7

47

Attend weE.l.tly services

14

19

15

17

Observe dietar y laws

15

13

14

20

non-Jewish
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(2) respect for non-Jews (32 p ercent), (3) promo tion of civic be t terment
(2 7 percent), and (4) work for equality for all minori ty groups (27 per
cen t).

In the 1959 s urvey , the subjec ts supported these issues with per

centages of 7 4, 59

and 48, respectively .

Twenty percent of the population seemed to have changed their
perspective also on three of the es sentials for being a "good " Jew which
dealt with religious coimJ1itment :

(1) belonging to a synagogue (a decrease

of 20 percen t), (2) belief in G-d (a decrease of 15 percent), and (3 ) the
importance of leading an e thical and moral ife (a decrease of 16 percent).
Thi s decreas e in religious commi tment may have s trong implica tions for
further planning in the Jewish communi ty, and will follow later in the
report.
In comparing the data with the 1959 findings, it appears that the
present population, by p lacing the highes t value on "Accep t being a Jew, 1 1
appeared to place emphasis on the issue of Jewish identification .

The

19 79 s ample s elected seems les s commi tted to the basic p remise of
Judaism--belief in G-d (decreased 15 percent from 19 59) .
Even though the 1979 subjects appear to be philosophically les s
commi tted to Jewis h religious beliefs than the subj ects in 1959 as
shown in Table 11, they nevertheles s s eem more commit ted to Jewish prac�
tices especially in the following areas :

ligh ting Sabbath candles (an in

crease of 13 percen t), participating in Pas sover Seder (an increase of 21
percent), lighting Chanukah candles (an increase of 32 percent), a ttending
Sabbath services ( an increase of 13 percen t) , and keeping two sets of
dishes (an increase o f 13 percen t ) .

These patterns of ritualis t ic

prac tice have been Ii'.aintained nationally by American Jews .

It appears
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to be supportive.. of Jewish communalism and of' the Jewish .home
4
and peoplehood.

TABLE 11
COMPARISON OF JEWISH PRACTICES IN PERCENTAGES: 1959 SOUTHVILLE
SURVEY (� = 2 85) AND 1979 "SOUTHVILLE REVISITED"
(E: = 75)
Jewish
Practic es

Regularly
1959 1979

Buy kosher meat

21

Light Friday candles

37

Light Chanukah candles

60

Participate in Seder

Attend High Holiday services
Attend Sabbath services
Attend daily services

Keep two sets of dishes

Mez zuzahs on door*
Note .

27

Sometimes
1 9 59 1979
18

32

45

41

19

5

11

4

55

18

92

1 2.

4

70

91

91

91

Never
1959 1979

5

26

8

45

4

26

64

64

22

16

29

2

11

82

7

81

11

26
7

4

,_'l 7,

13
1

19

88

1

10

67

60
12

(*) Asked only in 1979 .

It also may be that the modern Jew selects ::he mizvot (counnandments) that are subj ectively possible for him to fulfill .

Although

guided by a new personalism, the subj ect in the 1979 study may also be
influenced by the prevailing culture , by his class, his spouse , children , parents, friends, neighbors, and by th£; tTaditional commandments
which have existed for thousands of years.
4

sklare , The Jew in American Society ) p. 242 .
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An analysis of any single observance or set of observances
would illustrate the problem that individuals may have: (1) id entify
ing with Jewish tradition, and (2) maintaining a feeling of identity
should one choose to neglect or rej ect the observance.
According to Sklare , five criteria emerge in explaining why
specific religious rituals are retained in Jewish households.

These

criteria inclu d e that a ritual:

(1) "is capable of effective red efi

nition in modern terms" ; (2)

not

d oes

deman d

social isolation on the

ad option of a unique life style ; (3) accords with the religious cul
ture of the larger community while providing a "Jewish" alternative
when such is felt to be needed ; (4) is centered on the child ; and (5 )
is performed annually or infrequently.
The sample selected appeared

5

to demonstrate a change in how

a Jew may view o ther Jews an d how he may view the non-Jewish popula
tion .

The subj ects in 1979 respon d ed more positively to statements

about Jews than those subj ects questioned in 1959 .

Each of the

changes noted in the results helped to create a more positive picture
of the Jew .

Fifty-five percent of today ' s sample

selecte.d

(compared to

33 percent of the sub j ects in 1959) felt that Jews. are more clever .

Only

38 percent felt that Jews are more money-min ded, while 52 percent saw
Jews as money-minded in 1959 .

Eighty-seven percent seem to be con

vinced that Jews are more interested in education than non-Jews .
is a 22 percent increase over the 1959 stu dy.

5 sklare, America ' s Jews, p . 114 .

..

This
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Only two major changes were seen in the respondents ' atti tudes
about non-Jews .

The present subj ects ( 43 percent) did not feel that non

Jews are more religious; whereas 50 percent felt that non-Jews were more
religious in 1959 .

Fifty percent were convinced that Jews were "about

the same " as non- Jews, whereas 70 percent were convinced of this in
1959 (see Table 12) .
From the data in Table 13 , it appeared that the subjects of
" Southville Revisited" are more committed to the state of Israel than
the samp le in 1959 .
were :

Those areas with the highes t percentage increase

(1) encouraging children to live in Israel (29 percent increase),

(2) giving Israeli financial needs priority over local needs (25 percent in
crease), and (3) becoming citizens of Israel (10 percent increase ) .

Even

though the 1979 respondents demonstrated at least an 8 percent increase
over those responding in 1959 in the strength of their feelings toward
Israel in these categories, the actual strength of their commitment was
still relatively weak .
cent commitment .

All three of these areas showed less than a 33 per

One explanation for the increase in support of Israel

may be that the last bvo wars in Israel (196 7 , 19 73) swayed American public
opinion in favor of Israel .

This has given the local Jewish population

sampled a stronger sense of identity and commitment to Is rael.
Table 14 illustrates the amount of hours per month both the
1959 and 1979 samples donated to various Jew:1.sn as well as non-Jewish
causes .

It appeared that the 1 9 7 9 samp :i.e was more active in the areas

of synago_gue involvement, Jewish Service institutions, and other
Jewish groups than the 195 9 sample .

Wi th regard to volunteer
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TABLE 12
COMPARISON OF AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENTS ABOUT JEWS AND NON-JEWS
IN PERCENTAGES : 1 9 5 9 SOUTHVILLE SURVEY (n = 285 ) AND 1 9 7 9
"SOUTHVILLE REVISITED" (n =-75 )
Statement

Agree
1979
195 9

Disagree
1979
1959

Jews tend to be cleverer than
most people

33

55

65

45

Jews tend to be more liberal
politically

53

64

39

36

Jews tend to be more money
minded

52

38

46

62

72

50

26

50

Jews tend to be more int erested
in education

65

87

34

13

Jews tend to be shrewder business
men

48

54

50

46

Non-Jews tend to be more religious
than Jews

60

43

36

57

Non-Jews tend to drink more than
Jews

60

69

35

31

Non-Jews ter..d to go in for physical
fighting more than Jews

69

67

23

33

Non-Jewish families tend to be
less closely knit

54

63

41

37

Non-Jews are in most respects
about the same as Jews

70

50

25

50

Jews tend to be more aggressive

86
TABLE 13
COMPARISONS OF STATEMENTS ON WAYS AMERICAl\f S CA.."f\l HELP ISRAEL
EXPRESSED IN PERCENTAGES: 1959 SOUTHVILLE SURVEY
(� = 2 85) AND 1979 "SOUTHVILLE REVISITED"
(� = 75)
Yes
1979
1959

Statements on Methods
to Help Israel
Raise money for Israel

89

Belong to a Zionist group

45

56

Influence American public opinion

Encourage their children to live there

Become citizens of Israel

1979
3

65

35

90

76

91

93

21

20

7

11

36

85

64

73

Give Israeli financial needs priority
over local needs

No

8

97

6

Affect U . S . foreign policy

1959

4

so

44
9

93

14

86

TABLE 14
FREQUENCY OF HOURS PER MONTH SPENT ON ORGANIZATIONAL LIFE: 1959
SOUTHVILLE SURVEY* (� = 2 85) M'D 1979 "SOUTHV'ILLE REVISITED"
(n = 75)
Organizations
Synagogue Groups
1959
1979

Jewish Service Institutions
1959
1979
Other Jewish Groups
1959
1 979

Non-Sectarian Groups
1959
1979

No. of Hrs . Per Month
11+
1-5
6-10
0

1979 Mean
Hours

60%
49

20%
22

7%
15

7%
14

11

69

so

12
21

5
13

3
16

10

65
57

13
25

4
13

4
5

5

60
67

23
27

2
4

2
2

1.5

Note . (* ) 1959 survey reported no data ; therefore , percenta ges
do not total 100. 0 .
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time for non-sectarian groups, the 197 9 sample s elected indicated a
slight increase of 4 percent in the number of ho urs donated in the 1-5
hour range compared with the 1959 data, but an increase of 7 percent
who do not donate any hours to non-sectarian groups.

The 1979 sample

s elected appeared to s upport, vis-a-vis more volunteer hours, Jewish
related causes and institutions.
Data on education were not compared in tabular form with the
1959 study because Jewish education was not represented by a table in
the 1959 findings.

There is apparently some relationship between "the

Jewish education that Jews seek for their children and for themselves
and the image they have of their Jewishness , the future of the Jewish
people and their relationship to others. 1 1

6

Traditional Jewish beliefs

are filled with phrases concerning training children about their
people, their G-d and their faith.
studied Jewish matters.

For many generations, a child

In America, however, it seems that the in-·

tensity and amount of Jewis h study has been red uced to an extracur
ricular exercise as opposed to the exclusively Jewish ed ucation.

Fac

tors influencing this include, among others, the s urrounding American
culture, lesser familiarity of parents with a Jewish background, the
reduction of adherence to certain traditional practices and scarcity
of teachers qualified to teach an intensive Jewis h education.
Memphis currently possesses a Jewish all-day school and high
school which teach both Jewish and general curriculum .
6

12 .

Sixty-nine

Shapiro, Southville Survey of Jewish Attitudes , 1959, p.
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percent of the 19 79 sample appear to believe that an all-day Jewish
school is needed (as opposed to 39 percent in t:1e 1959 study) .
Over half of the 1979 sut- j ects (6 8 percent) indicated partici
pating in some type of Jewish educational pro gram (lecture, discussion) as
opposed to some 25 per.cent in the 1959 study .

Th e 1979 sample appeared to

attend general educational programs (61 percent) as opposed to one-quarter
of the 1959 study who attended this type program .
Seventy percent in 1979 as opposed to 40 percent in 1959 regu
larly read "serious books or ma gazines on Jewish subj ects . "

Ninety-two

percent in the 1979 sample indicated that their homes have some

kind of

Jewish painting or sculpture (as compared wi th 42 percent in 1959) .
An area not explored in the 1959 survey bu t incorporated in the
1979 study was level of Jewish education .

The researchers found the ma

j ority of the sample had a Jewish education ei ther:

(1) in grade school

going to syna gogue /temple on Sundays only (65 percent) or ( 2) in under
graduate school where Jewish courses were tau ght (59 percent) .

P�.so

interestin g, was the fact that of the sample selected in 1979, only 4 -3
percent had a Bar/Bas Mitzvah and only 4 9 percent had been confirmed .

A

possible reason for the lower percenta ge of Bar/Bas Mitzvah may be in the
fac t that the Reform Temple has only recently provided the opportunity
for this ceremony .
S ummary of Findings
Today in Memphis, the Jewish population , as indicated by the
sample of .1979, tends to be an older population than that of twenty years
a go .

The presen t Jewish population appears to have shown an

increase in the number of pers ons with graduate and postgraduate
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education than their 1959 counterparts .
more status in their j obs.

This seems to have assured

Thirty-three percent of the 1979 sample

immigrated to Memphis from the Northeast and Midwest with an increase
in the p ercentage of those who have been here one year.

Seventy-five

percent o f the subj ects ' parents had an Eastern European background,
whereas only 55 p ercent o f the subj ects ' parents had comparable e thnic
backgrounds in 1959.

Thus, the Memphis Jewish population of 19 7 9

is seen as a more transient population originating from regions having
strong ethnic influences.
The marital status of the sample has also changed over twenty
years.

Less respondents are seen to be married and three times the

number are categorized, according to the 19 7 9 sample, as being separ
ated or divorced.

Nearly twice as many of the subj ects are widowed

in comparison to those subj ects in 1959.

All of the subj ects in the

present study are married or have been married a t one time.
Changes in the relative importance o f the synagogue /temple,
noted in the decreased percentage of af filiation , appear to be re
lated to the change in the present national status of the synagogue /
temple.

It appears that synagogues/temples are still the primary f ocus

for social, religious and Jewish cultural activities .
Even though American . Jews do not patronize the synagogue with
any regularity , the increase in new synagogue cons truction in Memphis
(Baron Hirsch, Eas t ; Temple Israel, Anshei Sphard Congregation) seems to
suggest that the synagogue must be more than j ust a house o f prayer.
This can be observed in smaller Jewish connnunities such as Memphis.
smaller Jewish communities where Jews appear to be more secular in

In
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orientation and less traditional in thinking, there nevertheless was a
greater frequency of individuals who were a ffiliated .
Sklare suggests that the smaller the communicy, the clearer is
the threat of " assimilation" and the clearer it is that the future of
Jewish life is dependent on personal decisions made by each Jew.
Affiliation with a synagogue may mean a vote for Jewis h survival.

In

a smaller Jewish community like Memphis, an individual is forced into
the decision and a refusal to affiliate characterizes one as an
assimilationist . 7

Other Jewis h agencies may also be fulfilling these needs once
satisfied by the population ' s "house of worship. "

For example, the

Jewis h Community Center has holiday programming, and it also offers
language instruction in Hebrew.
Not only do Jews affiliate with synagogues as a symbolic vote
for Jewish survival, but Jews select rituals to symbolize their Jew
is h identification.

Today, Memphis Jews, as seen in the 1979 sample

population, tend to be more ritualistic in their practice.

They seem

to place emphasis upon lighting Chanukah candles, participating in
Passover Seders (the ritual Passover meal) and lighting Sabbath
candles regardless of their religious affiliation.

In Memphis, as

throughout the American Jewis h community, the observance of religious
ritual is geared to a celebration of selected aspects of certain oc
casions rather than the sanctification of the routine, an aspect of
Orthodox Judaism.
7
8

8

sklare, America ' s Jews, pp. 124-125.
rbid. , p. 1 1 7 .
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The Jewish sample in 1979 appeared to be more secure about
themselves and their identity and no longer seemed to be striving to
successfully assimilate into the secular, non-Jewish community.

The

subjects in 1979 tended to be more positive in their views of Jews and
more critical of their views of non-Jews .

The sample appeared to be

more secure financially, educationally, socially and religiously, and
thus they no longer needed the approval of the non-Jewish world.
are able to find value within the Jewish community.

They

Those values that

seem to be identified with being a "good Jew " are still the more secular
type issues, such as :

( 1) do not stress synagogue affiliation, ( 2 ) do

not necessarily deal with belief in G-d, and ( 3) do not necessitate
leading an ethical life.

Thus Memphis Jewry , according to the present

study, is still somewhat influenced by secular non-Jewish values, but
the population is able to be more frank in expressing these and their
Jewish values.
Memphis Jews in 1979 seemed to participate in various civic,
religious , professional and business , Jewish as well as non-Jewish
organizations .

The 1979 subj ects were asked whether they spent time

in voluntary organizational activities and, if so , how much per month.
As was seen in Table 14 , the 1979 sample indicated a preference for
working with synagogues/ temples (11 mean hours/month) , Jewish servi ce
institutions (e.g., B ' nai B ' rith Home for Aged, Jewish Community Cen ter,
Jewish Federation) (10 mean hours/month), and other Jewish groups not
connected with synagogues /temples (e.g. , National Council of Jewish
Women, Eadassah) (5 mean hours/month).

In terms of percent of change

in the 1959 and 19 79 samples in numb er of hours per month for synagogue
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groups , the percenta ge dropped from 5 0 percent in 1 9 5 9 with no vo lunteer
hours to 49 percent in 1 9 79 with no volunteer ho urs, a decrease in
those not volunteerin g by 11 percent .

This fi gure held true for hours

in Jewish service institutions as well as in working with other Jewish
The least amoun t of volunteer time appeared to be in the area

groups .

of non-se c tarian causes with 1 . 5 mean hours per month .

Of note was

the fac t that 60 percent of the 19 79 samp le enga ged in fund raising
activities fo r Jewish as well as non-sectarian causes .

Thus, the

sample appeared to exhib i t an increase in the amount of time donated
especially to Jewish institutions and o rganizations as opposed to
the 1959 sample .
One of the most impo rtant elements in Jewish life tradition
ally has been the hope for a return to Zion which is expressed regu
larly in prayer and ceremony .

The events of World War II , the drama

tic establishment of the State of Israel in 1948 as a political,
social and reli gious haven for the remnants of Hitler ; s slaughte r ,
the four Arab-Israeli Wars (1948 ; 1956 , 19 6 7 , end 1973), and the hoped
for peace seen in the ne gotiations between Israel and Egypt help give
all Jewry a sense o f pride and commitment to Jewish survival.

The

Jews in Memphis, as seen in the 1979 sample , helped to reiterate this
fact .

In response to questions relating to support of Israel, in

creases were seen in the 1979 study as opposed to the 1959 population
surveyed .
included :

Areas of increased suppo rt fo r Israel over the 19.59 study
( ], ) _·raising money .fo r Israel (.8 percent) , (a) b !:lo�g:j_ng t_ o -- "a

Zionist oi;:ganization (11 percent ) - and affecting U-. S .· fore:i,gn ,pol,:Lcy.

/:lS

well �s
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influencing American public opinion (18 ·' and- 1 7 percent, resp ectively) to
name a few .

Ninety-one percent of the 1979 sample indicated that

they would feel a " deep sense of loss" if Israel were destroyed, as
opposed tc the 1959 sample which indicated that 6 0 percent would fee.1 a
deep sense of loss .

A maj ority of those sampled in 1979 (60 percent) indi

cated an affiliation with an organization devoted to helping Israel (e . g.,
Hadassah, Zionist Organization of America) as opposed to only 31 percent in 1959.

Thus , Is rael appeared to remain a significant factor in

the lives of those sampled in the 1979 study.
In terms of the .Jewish educational level of the 1979 sample,
there appeared to be a lack of commitment to any type of comprehensive
educational program.

The high percentage of those who read magazines

on Jewish subj ects , participated in Jewish educational programs and
displayed Jewish art and sculpture in their home indicated a belief in
Jewish identi ty and a sense of curiosity for more Jewish knowledge.
III .

EXPLORATORY CORRELAT IONAL ANALYSIS

Ope rational Definition of Key
Variables9
Ten categories were correlated with each of the three religious
affilia ted groups :

Orthodox , Conservative , and Reform .

These cate

gories when correl ated with the Orthodox , the Conservative, and the
Reform affiliated groups provided statisti cal evidence from which the
researchers made program implications relative to the sample popu lation .

The · ca tegories are:
9

(1) hours active for voluntary groups

A11 computed variab les used j_nterval and ra tio sunnned s core
da ta in their computation.
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(mostly Jewish) , (2 ) Jewish causes and philanthropies, (3) the assess
ment of the Jewish Community Center activities, (4) attitudes and
practices, (5) customs and beliefs, (6) stereotypic Jewish opinions
about other Jews, (7) stereotypic opinions Jews hold about non-Jews,
(8) Jewish educational background, (9) goals of a Jewish education,
and (10) relationship between American Jews and Israel.
Only one of the ten categories, number of hours per month do
nated to volunteer g roups, allowed the respondents to specify an exact
number.

All other responses requested from other categories were in

multiple choice form .

Each answer was ranked by the researchers ac

cording to a prescribed coding system so that computer analysis would
be able to test for significant differences among the variables.
Category one, hours active in voluntary groups, provided the
respondent with a chance to list the number of hours per month spent
in :

(1) activities connected with a synagogue or temple (brotherhood,

sisterhood , etc . ) , (2) activities with Jewish service institutions
such as the Jewish Cormnunity Center, B ' nai B ' rith Home for the Aged,
Jewish Service Agency, and Memphis Jewish Federation) , (3 ) Jew-ish
groups other than service institutions or synagogue affiliated (ac
tivities with Hadassah, National Council of Jewish Women, B ' nai
B ' rith) , and (4) activities with non-sectarian community groups.
Category two, Jewish causes and philanthropies, asked the re
spondents to rank from very important to not at all important various
Jewish causes and institutions.
place a value on each answer.
questionnaire included :

A Likert Scale was used in order to
The causes and philanthropies on the

(1) Jewish Cormnunity Center, (2) local
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Jewish education through the 12 th grade, (3) Israeli causes, (4) na
tional institutions to overcome anti-semitism, ( 5) Jewish hospitals,
(6 ) institutions of higher Jewish learning, (7) research and publica
tions on Jewish history and background, (8) Jewish family service
agencies, (9) overseas relief, (10) national youth serving agencies,
(11) temples and synagogues, and (12) Jewish insti.tutions for the aged.
The third category, Jewish Community Center activities, pro
vided the respondents with a list of activities sponsored by the local
Jewish Community Center.

For each activity, the respondent s were

asked to rate the act ivities good, fair or poor.
rated were :

Those activities

(1) children ' s activities, (2) teenage activities, (3)

adult social activities, (4) adult cultural and educational activities,
(5) athletics, (6) Jewish-Christian relations, (7) services to the
total community, (8) services to Jewish community groups, (9) help to
individuals, (10) guidance for youth groups, (11) Israel related ac
tivities, and (12) services to senior citizens.
Regarding attitudes and practices, the respondents were asked
to select those responses which were appropriate for a Jew to be con
sidered a good Jew.

A list was given from which the respondents indi

cat �d on each item if it was essential, desirable but not essential,
or having no bearing on being a good Jew.
practices included :

The list of attitudes and

(1) accept his being a Jew and not try to hide

it , (2) contribute to Jewish philanthropies, (3) support Israel, (4)
support humanitarian causes, (5) belong to a synagogue or temple, (6)
at t end weekly services, (7) lead an ethical and moral life, (8) at tend
services on High Holidays, (9) know the fundamentals of Judaism,
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(10) gain respect o f Christian neighbors, (11) promote civic better
ment and improvement, (12) observe the dietary laws, ( 13) work for
equality for all minority groups, (14) marry within the Jewish faith,
and (15) believe in G-d .
The category customs and practices provided the researchers
with information related to the respondents 1 personal ways of observ
ing his faith.

For each custom and practice listed, the responden t

was asked to indicate whether that custom was observed regularly,
sometimes or never.
tionnaire were :

The customs and practices included in the ques

(1) buy kosher meat, (2) light Friday night candles

for the Sabbath, (3) participate in a Pas sover Seder, (4) light
Chanukah candles (Fes tival of Lights), (5) attend High Holiday ser
vices, (6) attend Sabbath services, (7) attend daily services , (8)
keep two sets of dishes (part of Kashrut), and (9) place mezzuzahs
on doorway (symbol of entering a Jewish home).
In the next category, Jewish opinions, respondents were asked
to view state.ments that have occasionally been made in contrasting
Jews with other people.

Res pondents were asked to eithe r agree or

disagree with each statement.

Those statements included :

(1) Jews

tend to be cleverer than most people, (2) Jews tend to be more verbal
politically than most people, (3) Jews tend to be more money-minded
than most people, (4) Jews tend to be more aggressive than most
people, (5) Jews tend to be more interested in education than most
peo ple, and (6) Jews tend to be shrewder businessmen than most
people.
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Complementing this last category was the one dealing with how
respondents compared non-Jews with Jews given the following state
ments:

(1) non-Jews tend to be more religious than Jews, (2) non-Jews

tend to drink more than Jews, (3) non-Jews tend to go in for physical
fighting more than Jews do, (4) non-Jewish families tend to be less
closely knit than Jewish families, and (5) non-Jews are in most re
spects about the same as Jews.
The category, Jewish education, provided insight as to the
respondents ' Jewish educational backgrounds.

The respondents were

asked to designate as "Yes" or "No" those educational categories
listed in which they had participated.
Jewish education (Sundays only);

The list was:

(1) grade school

(2) grade school Jewish education

(Hebrew afternoon and Sundays) ; (3) Jewish day school, elementary; (4)
Bar/ Bat Mitzvah (a ceremony held at age 13 for boys and girls signify
ing Jewish adult status) ; (5) Confirmation; (6) high school (Sundays
only), (7) Jewish day school, high school ; (8) undergraduate Jewish
education ; ( 9) graduate studies in Jewish education ; and (10) pres
ently involved in ongoing program of Jewish study .
The goals of the Jewish education category, referred to as
Jewish importance, gave the respondents an opportunity to indicate
which subj ect areas they felt were essential , desirable, or unimpor
tant for a good Jewish education .

Those goals listed were:

(1 ) teach

ing children the history of the Jewish people, (2 ) teaching traditional
observances, (3) teaching the code of Jewish law, (4) teaching Jewish
ethics to children, (5) helping children to develop their own re
ligious beliefs and practices, (6) developing a strong feeling for
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Israel, ( 7 ) teaching what i t means t o be Jewish in modern day so cie
ties, (8 ) s trengthening the commitment to the Jewish people, and (9)
developing familiari ty with the Hebrew language.
The last category was that of Israel and its relationship with
American Jews.

The researchers were seeking to determine how American

Jews as represen ted by the sample suppor t Israel.

The resp onden ts

were asked to answer "Yes" or " No " to the fo llowing sta tements:

(1 )

raise money for Israel, (2) encourage children to live in Israel, (3 )
belong to a Zionist organiza tion, (4 ) affec t U. S . foreign policy con
cerning Israel, (5) influence American public opinion abo u t Israel,
( 6 ) give Israel financial needs prio rity over lo cal commu nity needs,

(7) become citizens of Israel, ( 8 ) travel to Israel, and ( 9) buy
Israeli produc ts.

,., . '
10
.r indings
To study the three religious segments of the Jewish sample se
lec ted (Orthodox, Conserva tive, and Reform) , the researchers decided to
test for signifi cance among selec ted variables.
ables are :

Examples of the vari-

highest level of education and income.

Using a Chi-square

test of significance, a procedure used to study the significan t re
lationships be tween one or mo re variab les, the researchers found no
significan t rela tionship be tween the above mentioned two variables (edu
cation and income) with religious affilia tion .

10 n does no t equal 75 because there were unaffiliated and missing
data in the sample.
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The Jewish sample appeared to have many o f the same charac
teristics regardless of religious affiliation .

The results of cross

tabulations indicated that all three groups tended to exhibit a high
level of education , a high level of family income (over $25 , 000) and
a median age of 41 . 8 years .

Also, it should be pointed out that in

terms of the quality of Jewish education being offered in Memphis, all
three groups seemed equally satisfied .
Two significant relationships did appear , howeve r .

One of

these was the relationship between attendance at general educational
programs and the subj ects ' level of education .

Using .E. < . OS , the re

searchers found that the relationship between attendance and level of
education was statistically significant .

One reason for this may be

that Jews have historically emphasized the need for higher education .
Learning, both religious ly and secularly, has long been a value among
Jewish families.

It still appea red to be a very important value today .

Another signifi cant finding dealt with religious affiliation
and marriage .

Using .E. < . 10 , the resea rche rs found a significant cor

relation be nveen these two variables .

All three religious subgroups

seemed to ma rry within their own subgroup.

For example , the Orthodox

affiliated respondents seem to marry Orthodox affiliated people .

This

finding seemed to be consistent with the belief that mar riages among
people of similar religious backgrounds and philosophy is desirable .
Orthodox Sample
General descriE_S!.on .

Of the three religious affiliations in

dicated by the respondents , those affiliating with an Orthodox
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synagogue comprised 41 percent of the sample (_g_ = 3 1).

The number of

males and females was evenly divided, fifteen males and sixteen females .
The mean age of the Orthodox sample was 43. 6 years, while the mean
length of residence was 28. 6 years which seems to indicate that the
Orthodox sample is a very stable group .

A maj ority of the respondents

(51 . 6 percent) indicated a total family income of over $25, 000 per year.
Forty-five percent of the Orthodox sample had completed a college edu
cation , while only 29 percent had completed high school.

Seventy-seven

percent indicated that their parents were of Eastern European origin.
The Orthodox sample indicated that fifteen hours a month is used in
synagog ue-related activities.
Specific findings.

As a group , the Orthodox segment of the sample

appeared to have a number of significant correlations when the ten cate
gories were correlated (see Tables 15 and 16).

A Pearson ' s Product-Moment

Correlation was used to ascertain the relationships .
no significant correlations included :

Those areas showiug

(1) hours of activity with volunteer

groups per month, (2) Jewish attitudes and practices, (3) Jewish customs
and beliefs, (4) stereotypic opinions ab out Jews and non-Jews, and (5) the
Jewish educational background of the respondents .
The only significant correlation with the Jewish Community
Center activities was in the areas of Jewish customs and b eliefs and
the relationship of American Jews to Israel.

Jewish causes and philan

thropies co rrelated highly with all of the ten categories with the ex
ception of c ustoms and beliefs.

The strongest significant correlation

with Jewish causes and philanthropies was seen in the category entitled
the American Jew

and his relationship with Israel .
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The age of the respondents wi thin this segment of the sample
was seen to have a significan t relationship with all of the major
categories with the exception of hours of activi ty per mon th and
Jewish cus toms and practices.

Jewish attitudes and practices , s tereo

typic a t titudes about Jews and non-Jews , and beliefs in various Jewish
causes all appeared to demons t ra te a pos itive relat ionship with age in
the Orthodox sample.

Also, the older the respondent , the more sup

portive he was seen toward Is rael as well as to Jewish Communi ty Center
activi ties.

What is unusal is that age within the Orthodox sample

does no t demons tra te any relationship to one ' s Jewis h cus toms and be
liefs nor to the hours of activity given to religious, civic, social
or professional or ganizat ions.

These findings tend to dispel any

misconceptions which might be held about the commi tment of the older
Or thodox popula tj_on.
Income, however , proved to have a signi ficantly nega tive cor
rela tion wi th Jewish attitudes and practices, Jewish cus t oms and be
liefs, s tereotypic opinions concernings Jews and non-Jews, goals of
Jewish educa tion, educationa l background of res pondents, and the re
la tionship between American Jews and Is rael .

This inverse rela tion

ship seemed to indicate tha t as income increased the commitment t o
each category area decreased.

For example, a.s income increased, the

respondents ' commitment to Jewish attitudes and practices decreased.
Jewish cus toms and beliefs was the only ca tegory in which income
appeared to have a s ignifican tly positive correla tion.
Tne researchers found that level of education seemed to als o have
a s ignificantly negat ive correla tion with regard to ( 1) s tereo typic
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non-Jewish opinions, ( 2) the relationship of American Jews supporting
Israel, and ( 3) Jewish educational goals.

The higher the level of

education the less likely the respondent would be to accept stereo
typic opinions concerning non-Jews, to support Israel, and to place
importance on certain standards for a good Jewish education .
The researchers also found a significant correlation among
Jewish Community Center activities, Jewish as well as non-Jewish
stereotypic opinions, Jewish educational background of the respondents,
goals of Jewish education, the support of Israel, and the respondents '
length of residence in Memphis.

The longer the length of residence,

the more positive, for example, the respondent was about the Jewish
Community Center, Jewish education and the support of Israel.

Sur

prisingly, there was also a significantly negative correlation seen
between the Orthodox subjects ' parental country of origin and (1) the
goals of a good Jewish education, and (2) the support for Israel by
American Jews.
Perhaps the most interesting finding among the Orthodox sample
was that no significant relationship appeared to exist between the ten
maj or categories and hours of synagogue activity .

Synagogue activity

was often thought to be important to the survival of Orthodox Juda ism.
Attendance at weekly services was found to be significant with regard
to Jewish attitudes and practices and Jewish customs and beliefs.
Thus, the ten maj or variables (e. g. , Jewish causes, customs and be
liefs) used to help describe the Orthodox sample �rere se�n to be strongly
influenced by such factors as age, income, education and to a lesser
degree by length of residence.

10 5
Conservative Samnle
General description.

The Conservative sample (n = 14) , over

two-thirds of whose parents. were of Eastern European origin, had resided
in Memphis a mean of 20.8 years.

Thus, these subjects are evidence of

what appeared to b e a transient Conservative sample.

There were twice

as many female as male subjects in this population and the average age
of the C onservative segment was 44.8 years.

Nearly 99 percent of the

subj e cts had comple ted a t least a college education.

Ten of fourteen

had completed postgraduate work and as of 1979 nine earn more than $ 20 , 000
annually.

The Conservative subjects spent fif t:een hours a month partici

pating in synagogue related activities.
Specific Findings.

After the ten variab les were correlated with

each other using Pearson ' s Product Moment Correlation, it was discovered
that in the Conservative sample (see Tab les 17 and 18) nine of the ten
variables yielded significant correlations.

The only variab le which did

not show any relationship to the other variables was Jewish Connnunity Center
activities.

Thus, it appears from the perspective of the C onservative popu

lation, that as a commitment to Jewish customs , practices, and causes grows,
there is no assurance tha t subj ects will see the Jewish Community Center
as important .
When the ten variab les were originally co rrelated with the
variable of sex, the re seemed to be evidence that. the female population
tended to be a more act ively involved population than the males
in regard to all ter. variables.

Consequently, it may not have been

startling to find that beca use the Conserva t ive segment had more than
nvice the number of females, the group as a whole might tend to be
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more involved in, for example, hours of activity, Jewish custom and
practices than the other :.:-eligious groups .

Nevertheless, when 2. 11

ten variables were correlated with the variable of sex, none of the
findings appeared to have been directly influenced by the sex of the
respondent.
The respondent ' s age was correlated positively with all the
variables except Jewish Connnunity Center activities.
age o f the subject increased so did :

Thus, as the

(1) hours spent on activities ;

(2) commitment to ,Jewish causes, customs, and practices ; (3) stereo
type beliefs about Jews/ non-Jews ; and (4) emphasis on Jewish educa
tion and Israeli causes .
Although income tended to yield inverse re lationships, only
one variable proved to be s ignificant at _e_ < .0 5 .
area of non-Jewish stereotypic views .

That was in the

As the income of the subject

seemed to increase, the respondent ' s agreement with stereotypic state
ments about non- Jews decreased .
All the variables, except Jewish Community Center activities
and the importance of Jewish educational standards, d emonstrated
statistically significan t negative correlations with the level of
education of the subj ec t.

As the level of education increased in the

sample, the less likely the subj ects were to see certain standards of
Je�dsh education as important.

This may affect the nature of Jewish

customs and practices , perhaps even the fu t ure of A.'Ilerican support o f
Israe.l and other Jewish causes as the educacional level o f American
Jewry steadily �ises.

If an individual places less emphasis on the
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quality of Jewish education, the less likely the subject will place
much emphasis on Jewish customs and beliefs.
It is reassuring to note that in the Conservative sample there
was a c onsistency be tween the hours of activity spent in synagogual af
fairs and both customs/beliefs and attitudes /practices among the
Conservative sample .

Thus a positive rela tionship has been demonstrated

in this study between attendence at weekly services, and customs and
beliefs for those affiliated with a Conservative synago gue .
Reform Sample
General description.

The Reform sample (n = 11) had the oldest

population (47. 2 years of age) and had nearly three times the number of
males to females than did the other two religious groups.

The largest

numbe r of the parents (13 percent) of the Reform subjects were o f
Easte rn European origin; although seven, out o f a p ossible twenty-two ,
came fro m the Western European countries.
Memphis an average of 26 . 7 years.

This sample has lived in

Nearly 80 percent of the sample had

completed at least a college education and 40 percent earn more than
$20, 000 a year.
Specific findings .

Not only did the Reform sample demonstrate few

statistically significant c orrelations, but nearly half of the relation
ships studies were inverse (see Tables 19 and 20) .

Although there were

many more males in the sample, there were only two variables which sho wed
any co rrelation with the sex of the respondent :
activities and (2) customs and beliefs .
infJ.uenced by sex .

(1) Jewish Connnunity Center

The remaining variables were not

The researchers assumed that the predominant number of

male subjects did not significantly affect the findings.
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Because of the few number of relationships within the Reform
sample , it is difficult to make any definitive sta tements on the atti
tudes of this Reform group .
positive correla tions.

The following are the only significantly

Those individ uals who had a strong connnitment

to Jewish attitudes and practices also seemed to b e involved with Jewish
causes.

The subjects who identified strongly with Jewish customs and

b eliefs seemed to hold stereotypic views of Jews ; those respondents
who felt the Jewish Community Center was doing a good job held stereo
typic views of non-Jews .

The more ed ucated Jewishly the sub jects are,

the more hours they seemed to spend working fo r Jewish as well as other
kinds of causes ; the more positive they were about Jewish attitudes and
practi ces , the stronger appeared their ties to Israel.

Those respondents

who attended services weekly also seemed to be more ritualistic in
their approach to Judaism.

Yet , there was a negative correlation b etween

a ttending services (weekly) and hours spent doing activities .

Thus , it

appeared that less attendance to services yielded a larger amount of time
donated to other ca uses.
Within the Reform sample, there appeared to b e many categories
that had the tendency toward negative correlations :

income, age,

length of residency, educational level, and hours of synag0 gue actiyi
ties .

For example, the higher the respondent ' s income was the less he

was concerned with the standards for a good Jewish ed ucational experi
ence .

The longer the s ubject had lived in Memphis the less he was

likely to b e committed to the traditional customs of Judaism and to
b elieve in the importance of suppo rt for Israel.
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Trends
In viewing the 1979 sample findings a numb er of trends seemed
to be evident .

Age, income, educational level, and length of residency

seemed to be the most dominant variables affecting Jewish identity among
all three religious groups .

Also, there was some indication that parental

ethnic origin also has an effect on areas of Jewish identity.

Those

findings which were most surprising in the Orthodox sample were the
significant negative correlations between father ' s country of origin
and (1) the important goals of Jewish education and (2) support of
Israel .

In the Reform sample, the father ' s country of origin is signifi

cantly negatively correlated with hours of activities.

In the Conservative

sample, there appears to be more positive relationships among the vari
ables associated with Jewish identity than seen in both the Orthodox
and Reform sample .

CHAPTER V
SUMMARY AND CONCLUS IONS
I.

L IMITATIONS OF SOUTHVILLE REVIS ITED STUDY

Southville Re visited provided a challenge for the researche rs.
This challenge include d :

( 1) organizing a volunteer lab or force to

disseminate and colle ct questionnaires used in the s tudy; (2) pro
ducing the questionnaire for use by the sample; ( 3) coding the re
sponses ; and (4 ) operating a compute r to secure a statistical analysis
of the data collected.
As the researche rs began to implement the methodology for this
study, a number of problem areas be came apparent.

One of the most

critical problems involved the use of lay volunteers for the purposes
of contacting the sample selected, disseminating and retrieving the
questionnaire from those sampled.

Originally the researchers had

hoped to use vc, lunteers from the National Council of Jewish Women, the
same organization whose members interviewed the sub j ects in the 1959
survey.

The National Council of Jewish Women, however, decid e d that

th.is project was no t in their "best interest. "
As a result, the researchers used personal acquaintances in
order to disseminate and collect the questionnaire from the sample
selected.

This proved to be a problem.

Many of those willing to

help could not mee t the deadlines for collection of the data desig
nated by the researche rs.

The volunteers were given a deadline date ,
114
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November 15, 1978, for the retrieval of all questionnaires from the
sample.

This task was not completed until the end of December.
Lack of support from local Jewish agencies, as well as Jewish

organizations in stimulating interest in this project complicated the
already strained situation.

Although agencies such as the Memphis

Jewish Federation and the Jewish Service Agency ,,erbally supported the
researchers ' efforts, only limited manpower and community-wide publicity
were provided.

The findings of this study will probably receive more

attention from the agencies than did the planning process from which
the study was conceived and implemented.
Another study limitation was the lack of cooperation on the
part of the sample.

One hundred and ten letters were sent to pro

spective interviewees based on a random selection from a master list
of the Jewish Federation.

It was antcipated that a small number of

people would refuse to be part of the study.

Unfortunately 50 percent

refused to participate in this project--thus a new method for re
cruiting a supplemental sample, consistent with the randomly selected
sample had to be devised and implemented.

Much more time was spent on

collecting the data than had been initially planned.
Othe r limitations o f this study included:

( 1 ) lack of resource

material on the local level (e. g. lack of 1959 completed survey) and (2)
lack of response from various national Jewish communal agencies regarding
information on communal studies .

A major piece of work, that of obtaining

the original 1959 questionnaire and related data, could not be accomplished.
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The researchers were only able to obtain an incomplete copy of the study
with summary findings.

The researchers were also hampered by the lack

of the complete 1959 code book as well as by the lack of complete data
relative to individ ual respondents .

From this lack of information, the

researchers attempted to reproduce the original questionnaire .
Although the researchers believed that more q uestions using the
term "Don ' t know" as a choice wo uld have been beneficial conceptually,
methodologically few of the "Don ' t know" responses p roved to be one of
the strengths of the questionnaire.

Many of the responses received on

questions relating to specific programs or attitudes (e . g . , "How do yo u
rate the various activities at the J. C. C . ? " or "Do y o u feel that there
is an alcohol pr oblem within the Memphis Jewish community ? ") either asked
for yes /no responses or used a likert scale .

Th e use of "Don ' t know" would

have allowed the researchers to test the respondents ' knowledge of a
particular p rogram or attitude .

Because of the lack of "Don ' t knows " many

of the responses to questions appeared as missing data rather than as
lack of knowledge on the part of the sample.
Another limitation of the study was seen in the lack of
questions pertaining to :

( 1) the quality and effectiveness of ser-

vices p rovided by the various local Jewish communal agencies; (2 ) the
role of the various Jewish service agencies in the comm unity (Jewish
Comm unity Center, the B ' nai B ' rith Home and the Jewish Service Agency) ;
(3) the respondents ' places of birth ; (4) the respondents ' views on
intermarriage ; (5) an analysis of the Jewish ed uca tional alternatives
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i n Memphis; and (6) the role of the Memphis Jewish Federation.

With

the addition of these questions, greater insight would be gleaned to
more eff ec tively plan programs for the Memphis Jewish community.
Perhaps the greatest limitation of the 19 79 study was its
enormity.

With over two hundred variables involved, it was often dif

ficult to remain focused and not to get lost in the wealth of the data
which was generated from the sample ' s responses.
The researchers ' lack of knowledge and experience with the
computer also served as a limiting factor.

The various aspects of

computer analysis which had to be learned were:

( 1 ) how to input data,

(2) knowing what to ask the computer to correlate, (3) the reading of
the data, and (4) most importantly , the interpreting of the data re
trieved.

Thus the researchers had to learn to use the computer as

they pro gressed, from the beginning stage of the study to the completed
correlational analysis of the data received.

The lack of computer

knowledge and skills prolonged comp letion of the 19 79 study.

Many

hours were spent studying how to use the computer and how to interpret
the data provided.

II .

IMPL ICATIONS OF FINDINGS IN 19 79 STUDY

There are various ways in which program recommendations from
the 19 79 study can be approached.

One method is to elicit recom

mendations based on the comparative findings of the 1959 and 19 7 9
study of Memp his Jewry.

The second method is to merely analyze the

data found specifically in the 19 79 study .

In order to p lan programs
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based on the analysis of dat a from the 1979 study, one must first
dete rmine which are as have conflicting data as well as surp�ising or
unusual findings .

Without this proces s, it would be difficult to make

any statements about the s ample and hence to make any major s ubstantial
re commendations for program planning.
Compa rative Findings :

1959 and 1979

In analyzing the 1979 Memphis Jewis h s ample, the res e archers
noted a number of changes which had occurred over the past twenty years.
The median age of the s ample appeared to be older than that of the
s ample of 1959 .

The 1979 subjects tended to be more highly educated, more

financially and economically secure, more ritualistic in obse rvances of
particular holidays and more willing to donate time for Jewish causes
than the respondents had been in 1959.
Conflictual Dat a
The firs t important area of conflict is focused on the
struggle between:

( 1) how the Jewish s ample defines their Jewish

identity; and ( 2) to what extent that population identifies with the
definition (commitment) .

Commitment may be viewed as a state of being

emotionally impelled or ethically obligated to behave in a cert ain man
ner and perform a spe cifi c duty.

Jewish commitment can be viewed as an

impelling force whi ch motivates a Jew to be responsive to h is obli
gations as a Jew to his Jewish identity.
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Two variables influence the commitment to Jewish identity in
the sample selected.

The higher the level of income the less commit

ment the subj ects appear to have to Jewish identity, as measured by
the ten categories correlated .

Two examples of this relationship can

be found in the areas of customs and beliefs and support of Israel.
The second influential variable is level of educa tion.

The higher the

educational level of the respondents, the less commitment is seen to
exist in the areas of customs and beliefs and support of Israel.

Thus

the 1979 sample selected can therefore be characterized as less com
mitted Jewishly .

According to Sidorsky,

1

the issue of identity and

strength of Jewish cormnitment may include any number of mutual contra
dictory areas.
Throughout Je·wish history a basic Jewish value, education, has
motivated the Jewish community to react .

Education is seen as a means

to gain occupational mob ility and higher income.

More emphasis has been

placed on secular education in America in order to achieve financial suecess .

Jewish education, an understanding of a Jew ' s way of life and

history, is supplemental to an American ' s way of life.

The result of the

emphasis placed on higher secular education , according to Sidorsky, is
that, "Jews may have significantly higher rates of intermarriage and
greater alienation from the Jewish coiml'.unity.

This involves not only the

possible impact of physical separation from home and the weakening of
parental control on dating and courtship pa tterns, but also the general
1

David Sidorsky, ed . , The Future of the Jewish Community in
America (New York: Basic Books, Inc . , 1973), pp. 131- 132.
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follow the patterns suggested by Sidorsky.

The 1979 sample seemed to
The higher the education,

the less commitment the subject has to Jewish beliefs and survival .
Further investigation o f the sample selected showed another
contradiction .

A larger percentage o f respondents indicated an affili

ation with a synagogue or temple and at the same time p racticed selected
ritual observances .

Yet there is little commitment to Jewish identity

by the sample selected .

The percentage of those affiliating with a

synagogue or temple has decreased slightly in the past twenty years .
There are possible reasons for the decrease in affiliation.

One reason

is that there is a segment of the very religious Orthodox population
which is unaffiliated.

This population identifies with the Memphis Yeshiva,

a Jewish institution o f higher learning which was established in the last
ten years , provides this segment o f the population a place for Jewish
learning and religious observance.

Therefore the unaffiliated population

may possibly be more observant than the a ffiliated subjects .
A second possible reason for the slight decrease in synagogue or
temple affiliation may be in the expansion of programming in the Jewish
cot!liilunal agencies.

Agencies such as the Jewish Community Center provide

an alternative to the traditional house of worship.

Now one can go to the

Jewish Community Center and participate in Jewish festival obs ervances and
learn conversational P.ebrcw, areas generally associated with the temple
or synagogue purposes .

2

lbid . , p. 112 .
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The confli ct therefore today is that the vast maj ority of
the sample are asserting a vote for Jewish survival by affiliatin g .
Because of the nature of t he unaffiliated, they tbo may be indicating
a strong statement for Jewish identity and survival .

Nevertheless,

the sample repeatedly displays attitudes indicative of their lack of
commitment to Jew ish practices, beliefs and to some degree Israel .
Another area of conflict can be viewed vis-a-vis the Jewish
Community Center .

A maj ori ty of those sampled in the current study

viewed a Jewish community center as being an essential Jewish cause .
Yet of those who responded, less than 50 pe�cent believe the local
Jewish community center is doing a good j ob in the following areas :
(1) teena ge activities, (2) adult social activities, (3) adult cultural
activities, (4) Jew ish-Christian relations, (5) services to the total
community , (6) help to individuals , and (7) guidance for youth .
Of the three religious segments sampled, the Conservative
and Reform subj ects did not view the Jewish Connnunity Center as having
any relationship to Jewish identification .

The Orthodox sample seem

to perceive the Memphis Jewish Community Center a little differently.
They see the Jewish Community Center as being effective in the areas
of Jewish customs and beliefs and Israel-related programs .
The Conservative se gment, viewed by the researchers as the most
inte gra ted (based on correlated responses) of the samples, did not see the
Memphis Jewish Community Center as having any relationship w ith the ten cate
gories desi gnated as representative of Jewish identity .

Thus the conflict
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appears to be between those respondents who feel a Jewish community
center is essential versus the sample selected who are unable to
view the Memphis Jewish Community Center as an identifiable Jewish
institution .
The Conservative and Reform respondents saw little if any
relationship between the Jewish Community Center ' s Israeli activities
and the 19 7 9 sample ' s attitude toward Israel.

A conflict appears to

exist be tween the Jewish Cormnunity Center ' s perceived role in relating
Israel programs to the community via the Shaliach versus the respond�
ents ' perceptions of the Jewish Cormnunity Center ' s inability to
establish a viable Israeli program.
Another major conflict appears to be evident in the relation
ship between synagogue affiliation and the respondents ' religious
practices.

What seems to be apparent is tha t affiliation to a particu

lar religious institution does not necessarily coincide with the re
spondents ' religious practices espo used by that religious institution.
An example of this discrepancy is seen in the number of Orthodox sample
selected who indic3ted that they do not observe the traditional dietary
laws (Kashrut) .

A large majority indicated that they do not b uy Kosher

meat, yet the same population affiliated with an Orthodox congregation.
Surprising Data
Two findings s eemed surprising to the researchers.

One of

these findings indicates that a large percentage of the sample
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spent time rais ing funds for Jewish as well as non-Jew is h causes.

This

percentage of the sample appeared h igh .
Another surprising finding is the number of volun teer hours
donated per mon th by the 19 79 sample .

The sample indica ted that a mean

average of eleven hours per mon th was dona ted to synagogue and temple
activities .

Five hours per mon th were dona ted to Jewish groups not con

nected w ith synagogues .

The above number of hours appeared to be large

cons idering the low level of commi tment seen in the 19 79 findings .

One

might specula te that the hours of ac tivi ty spent for Jewish causes
satisf ies social as well as religious needs .
III .

PROGRAM RECOMMENDATIONS

In order to mee t the changing na ture of the Memphis Jewis h
communi ty of 19 79, i t may b e des irable for programs to b e des igned to
appeal to an older popula tion which is highly educa ted and financially
and occupa tonally secure .

Programs migh t als o be ri tualis t ic in

orientation w ithou t making any demands on the Jewish communi ty for
regular weekly or mon thly time commitments .
Because the sample had a mean age of 45, it migh t prove
valuab le to deal w ith the issues of mi dlife crisis from an educa tional
perspective for b o th men and women .

Als o , educa ting this popula tion

on leisure time activi ties might be benef icia l in preparing them for
the increas ing hours of leisure tha t accompany aging and affluence .
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Both the Jewish Servic:e Agency and the Memphis Jewish Com
munity Center might begin to address the complications which beset
a population w ith a significant number of divorced and separa ted
individuals.

Today very little is done in the area of programming

with this population and their children .

There are no treatment

groups in either of the Jewish service agencies to help in guiding
single parents through the readjustment process .
vorced parents oftentimes feel isolated.

Children of di

Little is b eing done today

to help these children see there are others who share their prob
lems.

The needs of these children are only partially being met

through individual counseling .
There appears to be a need for a Jewish educational ex
perience within the Memphis Jewish cormnunity.

As the Memphis Jewish

population achieves a higher level of secular education and earns
more money, they begin to feel less identified with areas such as
the importance of standards for Jewish education, Jewish attitudes
and practices, Jewish customs and beliefs.

Without these as a basis

for the community ' s Jewish identification, Memphis Jewry runs the
risk of losing much of what has historically been traditional Judaism.
Programs might b e created at the synagogues which would be ritualis
tic and symbolic ; synagogue programs which would focus on holiday
festivals and Shabbat experiences.
The Chavurah movement may be one alternative wh ich would
satisfy a need for a stronger commitment to Judaism .

Chavurah is

the banding together of families who are searching for a more spir
itual experience than what the confines of a synagogue can offer.
It offers a "community" exp erience for the family centered around

125
S habbat and holiday activities.

The adults would utilize study

groups which address the issues of Jewish identification.

Not only

would this alternative provide for symb olic and ritualistic activi
ties for the family, b ut it wo uld also provide the intellectual
stimulation necessary for this type of population.
Ano ther alternative for Jewish education is a connnunity
based, comprehensive College of Jewish Education which would provide
intellectually stimulating course work for the middle-age popu
lation which is secularly educated and financj_ally and occupationally
secure .

From the 1979 study it was observed that a subs tantial per

centage of respondents had participated in undergraduate Judaic
courses.

The irony is that a larger percentage of the sample had

only a Sunday School education.

Therefore any coursework offered

would have to deal with elementary issues on a comprehensive level .
The Jewish Connnunity Center might wish to consider its role
ir. the community.

As Sklare has stated, many Jewish counn.unity centers

promote "Jewish secular culture. 11

3

From the response of the 1979

sub j ects, it has been suggested that the Jewish Community Center ' s
programming is not identifiably Jewish; i t does not relate to any
area which promotes Jewish identity .

Therefore it seems reasonable

that more must be done in the area of Jewish values and practices to
make the Jewish Connnunity Center a viable Jewish agency.
lar issues may b e left to the secular community.

The secu

The Jewish com

munity ' s primary goal might be to halt the mo ve toward assimilation
3

sklare, America ' s Jews , p. 117.
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and direct the agency toward securing a more comprehensive and a
more meaningful Jewish oriented perspective.
Memphis Jewry wishes to have a Jewish identity without
initially making an overwhelming personal cormnitment to it.

The

Memphis Jewish Community Center could possibly provide the most ap
propriate environment for programs which would incorporate Jewish
identity and yet not demand a tremendous commitment of time and ener

gy.

Memorial and commemorative programs dealing with the Holocaust,

Israeli programming (utilizing the rituals of independence ) , courses
dealing with the care of the elderly parent ( Jewish style) might serve
as programs which would involve more participants and enhance center ' s
Jewish image in the Jewish community .
The Shaliach is a center Shaliach which places certain con
straints on his job.

He must work through the bureaucracy of the

agency and is often limited by inaccessibility to the general com
munity.

He is seen as another center employee.

The 1979 respondents

were unable to see a relationship between support of Israel and
Jewish Community Center activites even though they have specific
personnel to insure the relationship .

One might recommend, then ,

that the Memphis Jewish Federation fund the Shaliach as a community
based Israeli representative, thus offering more visibility and acces
sibility to the total corrnnunity.
One s pecific area of programming may be done with the teen
agers to begin linking them with the elderly population.

Because

Memphis has a large percentage of individuals over 5 0, it may be bene
ficial to educate the teens on the problems and struggles of t he
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elderly.

This would help to prepare them for future leadership in

the community.
Both the Memphis Jewish Community Center and the Jewish
Service Agency have low profiles in the community.

Although people

are aware of both of the agencies and a percentage utilize their
services , there is still an uncertainty among the general Jewish
population as to what is being done specifically in certain program
areas.

If these agencies are to provide adequate services , Jewish

community members must be able to identify these activities and
services.

A needs assessment might be done to determine areas where

services might be provided ; an outreach into the Jewish community
might educate the Memphis Jewish community on the extent of the pro
grams being offered for the elderly , the Russian immigrant , the unem
ployed , the emotionally distraught and the Jewish family which is in
search of a more meaningful Jewish existence ,
IV.

FURTHER INVESTIGATION

In summary, the researchers found a number of changes in the
1 9 7 9 Jewish population samp led in comparison to the original 1959
study.

These changes , as well as new findings , seem important enough

to suggest their further investigation in the following areas.
The first area would include a better understanding of the
relationship between religious beliefs (philosophical) and actual
practice.

By gaining insight as to why a Jew observes certain prac

tices (e. g . lighting Sabbath candles , participating in a Passover
Seder) and not others ( such as keeping the dietary laws or attending
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Sabbath services) religious institutions as well as planning agencies
can b etter plan based on the philosophy of their constituents .
Anothe r area for further investigation is the Jewish Com
munity Center, its identification with Jewish values and its role as
a symbol of Jewish identification .

"Jewish programming" in centers,

according to Sklare, has made limited progress.

4

It seems that as

Jews in America have become more seculariz ed, the cente r should have
emerged as a logical op tion to the synagogue.

Because of the emphasis

placed on recreational activities, the center has been viewed as under
mining the effort to move Jews either toward increased Jewish id entity
or greater Jewish religiosity.

These issues need to be explor ed

especially in a community like Memphis whe re the traditional view of
the Center has been as a place for Jews to participate in athletic
activities.
Further investigation into the perceived roles of the various
Jewish communal service agencies by the Jewish community is necessary.
The 19 79 study indicates a need for thes e institutions; yet the re
sponden ts unders tanding of what these agencies (e.g . Jewish Community
Center, Jewish Service Agency) represent and what exactly they are
doing is negligible .

Viable programs can only come about when both

the respondents ' needs and agencies ' goals and obj ectives are congruent .
Based upon the findings cf the 1979 study, other ar eas to b e
investigated should include :

( 1) the solidarity of the Jewish family,

( 2) perceived problems w ithin the Jewish counnunity , ( 3) the role of

4

Ibid. , p . 141.
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the local synagogues with regard to Jewish identity, and (4) more
in-depth analysis as to the effects of income and education as they
impact on Jewish identity.

V.

SUMMARY

The American Jewish community has made a transition from
the belongingness of European communities with their roots in a
closed society to the voluntarism of the subcommunity in America ' s
open society.

There is concern among Jewish leaders that this

ability to become part of another subcorrnnunity may be short-lived .
The fear is that the present Jewish communal structure is endangered
by indifference or by a more serious threat:

the possible attachment

of Jews to other subcommunities, namely assimilation.

5

Many Jewish communities are wrestling with the issue of as
similation, the security it provides, as well as with the need for
Jewish identity as a means for Jewish survival.

Hopefully this study

will begin che analytic process by which the goal will be in providing
more appropriate and comprehensive services whi ch ultimately will in
sure a strong sense of Jewish identity within the Memphis Jewish
community.

5

Ibid . , p. 15 0 .
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Code i _____ Sex _
( __)_
Date ___________
Interviewer ' s ini::ials :
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INFORMATION ON SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS AND RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION

1.

How long have you lived in Memphis ?

3.

How likely is i t tha t you might move out o f Memph is in the next ten y ears?

2,

(years , mon ths )

If n o t a native Memphian , where did you live jus t p rior to moving to Memphis ?

a.

b.

One to four years

Very likely

Fairly likely

l.

2.

2.

l.

Five to ten y ears

If l ikely , what is the maj or fac tor for leaving?

4.

-----

3.

3.

Wha t is the c ountry of origin o f :

(your mother ' s family)

l.

2.

(your father ' s family)

5.

Arz you mar r:!.ed , divorced , separated , widowed or never been wed?

6.

Was any membe r of this household no t born Jewish?

7.

No t likelv

1.

2.

Married

Divorced

3.

Separated __ 4 .

How many children do you have , i f any? ___
a.

b.

Of those , how many are living at home?

1.

Yes

Widowed

1.

2.

Age

1.
3.

l.

1.

3.

3.

2.

2.

8.

9.
10 .
11 .

Sex

2.

2.

3.

O f those , how many are away from home?

5 . !:,ever Wed

No

c.

Of �hose chi.ldren ( 3-18) living a t home, whzt type o f s chool do �hey a t t-.?nd?

a.

What i s the highes t level o f se cular educa tion you have comp le ted?

a.

b.

2. P r i"lla te (Non-se.ct . )

! . Pub.lie

1 . K-6

2 . J . l:1 . (7-8)

6 . Doc torate

3 . Parochial (J)

3 . S . H . ( 9-12 )

4 . College

4 . Parochial (N-J)
5 . Grad . ( 17-18)

What is your o c c11pation?

Wha t is your spouse ' s occupation?

What is y ou r age in years ?

In general tenns , can you please tell me wha t is your total family income?

l . 0-9 , 9 9 9

2 . 10, 000-14 , 9 99

5 . 25 , 000 and above

3 . 15 , 000- 19 , 999 _ 4 . 20, 000-2 4 , 9 9 9 _

139

12.

13 .

Do you belong to a temple or synagogue?

2 . No

1_f YES , is it orthodox, conservative , or reform? (More than one check should

b.

1 . Orthodox
2 . Conservative
3 . Refor:n __
(Ask only o f those who b elong to more than one . ) Wh ich o f these do you

be made if respondent belongs to more than one . )

attend mos t o f ten?

1.

Or thodox

2.

Conserva tive

3.

Reform

If now a memb e r o f a synagogue/ temple, wha t is the mos t important reason

for belonging?

1.

Identification wi th Jewish communi ty ?

2.

�eligious education of children?

4.

Family tradition?

6.

Canno t e xp lain (personal commitmen t ) ?

1.

0-5 hours

3.
5.
14.

l . Yes

a.

Sense of trad itional wo rship?

Social a c tivities ?

How many hours a week d_o you spend doing family ( parents and children)
activi ties ?
a.

2. 6-10 hours

3 . 11-15 hours

4 . 16-20 hours

Choos e two of the following ac tivi ties parti cipated in mos t of ten as a

5 . Mere

family ( parents and children) ?

3 . Cul tural (musi c , art , drama ) __
Religious _ 2 . Athletic
6 . O thers
5 . Education (learning, school work, e t c . )
4 . Social
Give an examp le o f each of the two kinds of activi t iP.s you parti cipate in?
1.

b.

PHILANT:IB.OPIES Alm SERI/ICES
15 .

To wha t c ivi c , so cial , business , p ro fess ional and o ther organizations o r clubs,
Jewis� and non-Jewish , local and na tional, do you belo�g? ( Firs t record list
o f organiza tions , thep get o ther data fo r each o rganiza tion . )
Wha t % o f membe rship
Are you an o f ficer
!Jame o f o rganiza t i,:,n
is Jewish? (Omi t
or board member?
Jewish org. )
l . Yes
l.
2 . No
1.
,, �lo
2.
l . Yes
2.
2 . No
1 . Yes
3.
3.
2 . No
4.
4.
1 . Yes
2 . No
5.
5.
1 . Yes
..,,. _ tso
6•
1 . Yes
6.
7.
2 . No
7.
1 . Yes
8.
1 . Yes
8.
2 . No
2 . No
9.
9.
1 . Yes
10 .
2 . No
10 .
1 . - Yes

...
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16 .

In an average month, how many hours would you es tiwate you spend for each of
the following voluntary ac tivi ties or groups ?

a.
b.
c.
d,
17 .

Groups o r ac tivities connec ted with a synagogue o r
temple? ( Sis terhood , b ro therhood, fund-raising, e tc . )

Jewish s e rvice institutions ? ( Jewish Community Center,
Il 'nai B ' ri th Home for AgP.d , Jewish Federa tion, e tc . )

Jewish groups o the r than service ins titutions o r those
connect-=d with a synagogue or temp le? ( B ' nai B ' rith,
Hadassah, Na tional Council of Jewish Women, e tc . )

Non-sec tarian communi ty groups or drives ? ( United Way ,
PTA, Scou ts , e tc . )

During the pas t year have you spent any time raising funds for a Jewish and/
or non-sec tarian cause?
1 . Yes
2 . No
a. If YES , how much time have yo•J. spent on Jewish c.;uses and on non-sectarian

c�?

18 .

1.

Jewish causes :

---- hours

hours

2.

Non-sec tarian causes :

1.

2.

3.

4.

1.

2.

3.

4.

1.

2.

2.

3.

4.

1.

2.

3.

4.

l.

2.

3.

4.

l.

2.

3.

Na tional yo:ith-serving
agencies

3.

4.

4.

l.

2.

.,, .

Jewish ins t . for
the aged

2.

3.

4.

l.

2.

3.

He re is a card with a lis t of Jewish causes and p hilan throp ies . I would
like you to tell me .,rhich of these you consider very importan t , mode ra tely
importan t , somewha t importan t or no t a t all importan t . (Hand respondent card
for ques tion 10, then go down the lis t . )
No t a t all
Some.,rha t
1-!ode ra te ly
Very
Impor tant
Imoortan t
Important
Importan t
a.

b.
c.

d.

e.
f,

g.
h,
i.

j.
k.
L

Jewish Community
Center
Local Jewish
educa ti:m ( thru
1 2 th grade )
Israeli causes

Na t ' l agencies to
overcorue anti- semitiso
Jewish hospi tals

Ins titutions o f higher
Jewish learning-above 12
Research and publica tiona on Jewish
his tory and background
Jewish family senice
a gc,ncics
Overseas relie f

Temp les / Synagogues

l.

l.

l.

l.

2.

2.

3.
3.

4.
4.

4.

4.
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19 .

Would you please tell me which two of the above you consider mos t importan t ?
(Use le t ters a-1 . )

20 .

Do you think the Jewish Community Center generally is doing a good j ob , a
fair j ob o r a poor one?

1.

1.

2.

Good

2. Fair

3 . Poor

4 , Don ' t know

(Do no t ask of those who said don ' t know . ) I am go ing to read you a lis t o f
the ac tivities sponsored b y the Jewish Communi ty Cente r . For e ach or.e , p lease
tell me if you think the Center is doing a good j ob , a fair j ob , or a poor job .
a.

b.
c.
d.

Adul t so cial activities

Adu l t cultural and educa tional
ac tivity

e.

Athl e tics

g.

Se:::vices to �he to tal community

f.

h.
i.

Jewish-Chris tian relations

Services to the Jewish cormnunity
groups

Poor

1.

2.

3.

1.

2 . __

3.

2.

3.

1.

1.

1.

2.

1 ._
1.

1.

1,

Services to senior citizens

2.

2.

Israel-rela ted a ctivities

Guidance for youth groups

2.

1.

1 ._
l .__

1.

3.
3.

3.

3.
3.

2.

2.

3.

2.

3.

2.

3.

2.

3.

Are there any ac tivities you would like to s ee added to the Center ' s program?
1.

Yes

2.

If YE�, wha t are they?

22 .

Fair

Help to individuals

j,

k.
21.

Children ' s a c tivities

Teen-age ac tivities

Good

No

Is the Jewish Communi ty (via the Jewish Community Center , the Jewish Fed e ra tion,
Jewis h Service Agency , B ' nai B ' rith Home) sa tisfying the needs of the elderly
in the following areas :
a.

Housing

b.

Heal th care

d.

Religious

f.

Welfare (Financial)

c.
e.

g.

Social and cultural activites

Emotional

Educational

Don ' t know

Yes

No

3.

1.

2.

3.
3.
3.

1.
1.

1.

3.

l.

3.

1.

3.

1.

2.

,. ,

2.

2.

2.

2.

1.4 2

23.
24 .

Are you aware tha c the Federation along wi th the Se rvice Ag ency i n the las t
five y ears ha;re res e t tled Russic.n famili.es ln Memphis ? 1 . Yes
2 . No

I f YES , is the Jewish community (via the Jewish Communi ty Center, Federation,
Jewish Servi.ce Agency) sa tisfyin g the needs of the Russian immigrants in the
following areas :
a.

b.

c.

d.
e.

f.

25 .

g.

Housing

Yes

No

1.

2.

1.

Heal t h care

Social and cul tural ac tivities
Religious

1.

1.

Emo tional

1.
1.

Welfare ( Financial)

....,

Educa tion.al/Jo b Developmen t

2.

2.

2.
2.

2.
2.

Does the Jewish conmmnity have a responsibij_i ty for maintaining the Jewish
Union (Hillel House ) on the Memphis S tate campus ?
1 . Yes
2 . No

ATTITUDES AND PRA.CTICES
26.

Now I would like to ask you a ques tion about wha t you think makes a good Jew .
I n your ooinion , for a Jew to be considered a good Jew, which o f the follow
ing illl.!S t he do? Wh ich are essen tial , des irab le but rto t essential o r have
no bearing on whe ther or not you consi der him z. good Jew ? ( Hand responden t card . )
a.

!:i .

c.

d.

e.

...r. .
g.

h.
i.

j.
Ir. .

.....,

m.

n.

o.

Es sentiz.l

Des irab le but
net essential

No
b earing

1.

2.

3.

Support Israel

1.

2.

3e long to a synagogue or temple

1.

2.

Lead an e thica l and moral life

1.

2.

Accept his being a Je1,1 and not
try to hide it
Contrib u te to Jewish p hilanthropies
Suppo rt hu=nitarian causes
AttenC: weekly services
At cenci services

011

Hi gh Holidays

Know the: f;Jnd=en ta ls of Judaism

Gain respect o f Ch ris t::.an neighbo rs

Promote c.ivi:: betteraenc and
improveme nt
Observe

the

die tary laws

Work for equality for all minority
g roup s
:1ar ry within the Je,,1isl: faith
Bel ieve in G-d

1.
l.

l.

1.

2.

2.
2.

...

,.,

1.

2.

1.

2.

1.

2.
2.

1.

1.
1.
l.

2.

2.

2.

3.

3.

3.
3.
3.
3.

3.

3.

3.

3.
3.
3.

J.
3.
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27.

Regardless o f your a c tual affilia tion and membe rship , would y o u describ e
yourself as a n Or thodox, Conserva tive , Reform Jew or none o f these·?
1.

a,
28.

1.

Orthodox

2.

Conservative

4.

3 . Re form

None o f these

4 . None o f these

I a m go ing to read you a lis t o f Jewish c u.s toms and p rac tices . F-or each one,
please tell me which you observe regu larly , some time s , or do no t observe at all .
a.

b.

.c.
d.

Regularly

Buy kosher mea t

Light Friday night candles

Participate in a Pas sover Seder

Light Chanuk.ah candles

Some t imes

Never

2.

3.

1.

2.

'3 .

1.

2.

1.
1.
1.

e.

A ttend High Holiday serv ices

1.

g.

Attend daily services

f.

b.

i.

29 .

Or thodox
2 . Conse rva tive
3 . Re fo rm
Wha t did yo ur parents cons ider themselves?

Attend Sabbath services
Keep

t.lo

s e ts of dishes

Hezzuzah p laced on doorway

3.

2.

3.

2.

2.

3.

1.

2.

3.

1.

2.

3.

l.

3.
3.

2.

Do you regula rly read any serious books o r magazines dealing with Jewish
sub j e c t s ? 1 . Yes
2 . No

I f YES , what becks o r � gazines o f this kind have you read i n the las t year?

30 .

Do you have any p aintings , pictures , sculp ture , s ilver-.1o rk or o ther art objects
w i th a Jewish subj e c t in your home?
1 . Yes
2 . No

The following ques tions are concerned with your a t t i t udes abou t the l1e:nphis
_ Jewish communi ty .
31.

Do you feel there is an alcohol prob lem in the Memphis Jewish c ommuni ty ?
l.

Yes

1.

Adequa tely

1.

Yes

1.

Adequa tely

2 . No

If YES , t o wha t de gree do you feel the Jewish service agencies ( Jewish Com
mur..i ty Cen ter , Jewish Family Service , e t c . ) in the c ommunity have deal t w i th
the prob lem?
32.

2.

Par tially ___ 3 . Inadequacely ___ 4 .

No Impac t __

Do you feel there is · a dn1g abuse problem in the Memphis Jewish colllllluni ty ?
2.

No

If YES , to wha t degree do you feel the Jewish service agencies (Jewish Communi ty
Cente r , Jewish Faruily Service , e t c . ) in the communi ty have dea l t with the
problem?
33 .

2.

Par tially

3 . Inadequately

4 . No Imp a c t

Which denomina t ion , i n your op inion , is mo s t influential in the Memph is
2 . Conserva tive
3 . P-eform 4 . Don ' t know
Jewish c ommunity? l . Or thodox
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Now we ' d like to ge t some of your op inions of relationships b e l:1.Teen Jews and
oon-Jcws .
34.

I a m going t o read a number of s tatements t o you which have o c ca s ionally
been ro.:ide in con tra s t ing Jews w ith o ther peop le . I ' d like to know your
reac tions to each . Tell me whe ther you agree o r di_sagree with these s ta temen ts .

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.
f.

35 .

Jews tend to b e c leverer than mos t peop le .

1.

Jews tend t o be more liberal poli tically than
mos t people .

1.

Je·,1s tend to be more aggressive than mos t people .

1.

a.

c.
d.
e.

Disagree
2.

2.

Jews tend to b e more money-minded than mos t people . 1 .

2.

Jews tend to b e more interes ted in educa t ion than
mos t people .

2.

Jews tend to be shrewder b us inessmen than mos t
peop l e .

2.

....'
l.

Here are a few more , which compare non-Jews with Je'WS .
disagree w ith each s ta tement?

b.

36 .

Agree

Non-Jews tend to be more religious than Je.....s .

Do you agree or
Agree

Disagree

1.

2.

1.

Non-Jews t end to drink more than Jews .

Non-Jews tend to go in for phys ical figh ting
more than Jews do .

Non-Jewish famil ies tend to b e less closely kni t
than Jewish families .

Non-Jews are in mos t respects about the same
as Jews .

2.

2.

1.

2.

l.

2.

l.

2.

Do you think a�y problems exis t be tween Jews a�d non-Je'Ws i n t h e Memphis area?
J..

Yes

2.

1.

(Mos t importan t )

No

�f YES , please lis t in order o f importance the kinds of problems 'Which exis t ?

2.

3.

37.

4.

For each o f the above identified p rob lems , i ndicate who you feel is responsib le?

1.

2.

3.

4.

Jew

Non-Jew

Both

Nei ther

1.

2.

3.
3.

4.
4.
4.

1.

1.
1.

2.

2.

2.

3.

3.

4.
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38 .

Have you heard o f any an ti-semi tic inciden ts within the pas t 12 mon ths ?
1.

Yes

2.

No

If YES , have there been many, a few o r one?

1.

Many __ 2 . A Few

3 . One

If you have heard of such an incident , please describe i t • .____________

39 .

Have you personally experienced any anti-semitic action?

40 .

Do you think deseg rega tion has had an undes irable e ffec t on a t t itudes toward
Jews in Memphis ? 1 . Yes
2 . No
3 . No Opinion __

41 .

If YES , des cribe one such incident .

1.

Yes

2 . No

How much oppor tuni ty do you have for contact with non-Jews ?
1.

a.

Much

2.

Moderate

3.

Little

4.

None

Where do you have mos t opportunity for con tact wi th non-Jews ?
business , s choo l , e tc . )

( Recrea tion,

42 .

Would you like more oppo�tuni ty for f riendly contact with non-Jews ?

43 .

Have you in the pas t y ear spent a social evening in the home of any non-Jews?

44.

Have you in the past year had non-Jews for a n evening i n your home?

45 .

1.

Yes

2.

1.

Yes

2 . No

1.

Yes

2 . No

No

a.

If YES , how many times ?

47 .

48.
49 .

No opinion __

2 . 6-10

How many times ? 1 . 1-5

1 . 1-5

2 . 6-10

3.

3 . 1 1+

11 o r more

Have you been present in the p as t y ear at any la rge mixed social ga theri ng?
2.

No

1.

Yes

a.

Wh a t was the percentage of Jews to non-Jews ?

If YES , how �any times ?

46.

3.

1.

More Jews

2 . 6-10

1 . 1-5
2.

3.

11 or more

A!>ou t equal

More non-Jews

Es timate the percentage o f Jews living i n your neighborhood .

Wha t is the percentage of Jews you would li.ke 1.n you1· neighborhood ?

Are you more friendly with your Jewish or your non-�ish neighbors?
2.

Non-Jewish

1.

Jews

a.

In general do you app rove or disapp rove o f your child ( children ) having
non-Jewish f riends of his /her own sex?

In general do you app rove o r disapprove of your child (children) having non
Jewish f riends of the opposite sex? 1 . Approve __ 2 . Disapprove
3 • No Op inion

1.

Approve ___

2.

Disapp rove

3.

No Opinion ___
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50.

D o y o u app rove of disapp rove of your teen-age child ' s da ting a non-Jew?
a.

Dating a non-Jew mos t o f the time

1.

c.

Never da ting a non-Jew

1.

b.

Dating a non-Jew some times

1.

Disapprove

--

Indifferent

2.

3.

2.

3.

J.

2.

JEWISH EDUCATION

51 .

If your children ' s ages are be tween 5 and 1 4 , do they attend religious s chools ?

1.

52.
53 .

2.

Yes

No

I n general do you s upport the need for Jewish Day S chool education, b e it
Orthodox, Conservative , or Reform affiliated ove r and above a f ternoon and
2 . No
�o�grega tional Sunday schools ?
1 . Yes

During the past yea r , have you participated in any s tudy or discuss ion group s ,
attended courses or lec tures , dealing with Jewish religion , cul ture or his tory?
1.

Yes

2. No

1.

Yes

2 . No

54 .

During the year , did you attend any general education pro grams ?

55 .

In the next ques tions , we are trying to learn about your Jewish educational
background . Read the following lis t and check a ll the kinds of educa tional
a ctiv i ties in which you have part icipa ted .
a.

b.

c.

....,

2.

High school ( Sundays only )

1.

Undergraduate Jewish educa tion

1.

Presently invo lved in ongoing program
o f Jewish s tudy

1.

i.

2.

1.

f.

j.

2.

1.

Bar/Bat Mi tzvah

g.
h.

57 .

Jewish Day School - elementary

No

d.

e.

56.

Grade school Jew is h education ( Sundays only )

Grade s chool Jewish education (Heb rew and
Sundays )

Yes

2.

1.

Confirmation

Jewish Day School - high school

Gradua te s t�dies i n Jewish education

1.

2.

1.

2.

1.

2.

2.

2.
2.

I f given the opportunity now, which o f the above activ:i.ties would y o u have
enjoyed partid.pating in in order of importance? (Write corresponding le t ters . )
1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

Are you satisfied with the quality of Jewish education available for
children :Ln the Memph is a rea ?
1.

Very satisfied __ 2 .

Satis fied

3.

No t Satis fied

14 7

58 .

I ' d like you to tell me which goals you think are essential, des irable or not
ve ry important for a good Jewish educa tion to accomplish?
a.

Teaching children the his tory o f the
Jewish people

Desirable

Unimpo rtant

1.

2.

3.

1.

2.

b . Teaching traditional obser,ances

1.

d.

Teaching Jewish e thics to children

1.

Developing a s trong feeling for Israel

1.

c.

Teaching code o f Jewish law

e.

Helping children to develop their own
Jewish religious b el iefs and p rac tices

f.

g.
h.
i.

Teaching what i t means to be Jewish
in modern day socie ties

S trengthening the commi tment to the
Jewish people

Developing fal?liliarity with the Heb re-w
language

ISRAEL

59.

Essential

Have you ever v is i ted Is rael ?

1.

2.

3.

2.

3.

1.

2.

3.

1.

2.

3.

1.

2.

3.

1.

2.

3.

3.

3.

2.

2.

Yes

No

60 .

What sense of loss would you feel if Is rael were des troyed?

61 .

Do you belong to any Jewish organizations devo ted p rimarily to helping Israel by
religious affilia tion? (Mizrachi, AKI.A . )
l.. Yes
2. No

62.
63 .

1.

Very deep

2.

Some

3.

None

Do you b elong to any Jewish organization devo ted primarily to helping Israel ?
(ORT, Hadassah , ZOA, etc . )
1 . Yes
2 . No

Do y ou feel the state of Isr� �l has had an effect on the status of /.me rican
Jews ? 1 . Yes
2 . No
3 . No op inion ___
If YES , what kind of effect has Israel had on the s ta tus of American Jews ?

64 .

2.

Harmful

J.

Boch

4.

Neither

1.

Bene ficial

a.

Raise �oney for Israel

1.

c.

B elong to a Zionis t organization

i.

e.

Influence American public opinion about Israel

1.

In which of these ways , if any, should American Jews suoport Is rael ?
Yes

b.
d.
f.

g.

h.

Encourage children co live in Israel

Af f e c t U . S . foreign policy concerning Is rael

No

2 ._

1.

2.

1.

2.

2.

2.

Give Israeli financial needs priority over local
cc=unity needs

L

2.

Travel co Israel

1.

2.

Become ci tizens of Israel

1.

2.

i . Buying Israe l i p roduc ts
2.
1.
Do you · feel this ius trument gave you an adequ:.i ce oppo rtunity to respond t o issues
snd a t titudes pe rta ining to the Memph is Jewish community i n 1978?
· __
1 . Adequa te
2 . :-!oderc: tely adequa te
3. Inadequate · -- 4 . No opinion _
I f inadequa te , what was omi t ted?
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( M ailing Address ) P. 0. Box 3 82b8

Telephone (90 1 ) 767-5 1 6 1

Dear
twenty years ago a s tudy was c ondu c t e d by the Ame r i c an
Je,vi s h Commi t t e e , at the invi t a t i on o f the Jewi s h C or1muni ty
Re l a t i o ns Coun c i l , to as ce rtain de s cr ip t i ve as we l l a s
att i tud inal inforna t i on re g arding t h e Jew i s h p o pul at i o n o f
Memp h i s . B e c au s e o f a rap i d l y chan g i n g env i r onment , i t was
fe l t that a fol l ow - up s tudy wou l d be b en e fi � i al in as s e s s ing
the cu rrent needs of the Jewi s h con:nuni ty .
D emo g r aph i c i n f o r� at i on prov i de d by the l o cal Jewi s h F e d e r a 
t io n wi l l f o rn th e b a s i s fo r th i s pr o j e c t t o b e gui d ed in
p ar t by the s e l e cted i acul ty and g r adua t e s tudents o f the
Un iv er s i ty of T enn e s s ee S cho o l of S o c i al 11ork ,
Your name , one o f over on e hundr e d . �as b e en rando�ly
s e l e c t ed as a p r o sp e c t ive sub j e c t fo r thi s s tudy . A con f i 
den t i a l i nt e rv i ew l a s t i n g appr o x im at e ly fo r ty - f ive ninu t e s
will b e p erformed by a tr ained int ervi ewer . Informat i on
g iven by you wi l l b e coded t o insure the ri ght o f p rivacy .
One o f our i n t e rvi ewe r s wi l l c on t ac t you w i thin the next
week and as k fo r your co op e r a t i on in arr 2n g in g for an
a f t e rnoon/ evening i n t e rv i ew .
With you r c o o p e ra t i on , the in£orDn t i o n prov i d e d wi l l enab l e
u s t o e s t 2.b l i s h the curr ent n e e ds o f the Jewi s h c cr.unun i ty
and he l p in dev e l op ing p r o grams to me e t the s e n e e d s .
Tha nk you i n advan c e for b e in g an a c t i ve p a r t i c i p ant in a
c o��un i ty t � a t i s anx i ou s t o grow and c on c e rned w i t h p l ans
for i t s futur e .
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Jewish Community Relations Council
6560 POPLAR AVEN U E • MEMPHIS, TEN N ESSEE 3 8 1 3 8
( Mailing Address ) P. 0. Box 38268

Telephone (<rO I ) 767-5 1 6 1

Affidav i t o f Confi dent i a l i ty for
Southvi l l e S tu dy 1 9 7 8

I,

-----------------, p r omi s e not

to

divul g e the na�es o f sub j ects as s i gned t o ne for the
purp o s e of i n t e rv i ewing , and the c ontent o f the i r
r e sp ons e s , f o r " Sout.hvi l l e P.ev i s i t ed" .

This wi l l

he lp t o gua-:-an t e e the i r r i gh t t o privacy .

S i gnatur e :
Date :
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VITA
Marvin Alan Rubens tein was born in Memph is , Tennessee , on
February 5 , 195 1 .

He later

moved to Shrevepor t , Louisiana , where

he attended public school and graduated from C . E . Byrd High School
in 1969 .

The following August he entered Louisiana State University

in Shreveport .

Following his sophomore year, he transferred to

Louisiana State University in Baton Rouge where he received a Bachelor
of Science degree in Speech and Social Studies Education in May 19 73 .
In December of 19 74, he accepted a teaching position at Yeshiva of
the South High School where he has served both as a full-time and
part-time instructor of speech and social studies .
He entered the Graduate School at the University of Tennessee
School of Social Work-Memphis Branch in September 19 7 7 , and is cur
rently a candidate for the Master of Science degree in Social Work
with a ma j or in Administration and Planning and will graduate in
June 1979 .

He is a member of the National Association of Social

Workers, B ' nai Brith , Baron Hirsch Synagogue, El Karubah Shrine ,
Scottish Rite and Shreveport Lodge # 115 F . & A . M .
He is married to the former Karen Jean Katz o f Memphis , Tennessee .
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VITA
Cynthia Teper Soloway was born in Cleveland, Ohio, on July 28,
1944.

Cynthia graduated from Cleveland Heights High School in 196 2,

and attended Northwestern University where she graduated with a B. S. de
gree from the School of Speech in 1966 .

Cynthia holds a Master of Arts

Degree in Educational Psychology from John Carroll University, Cleveland,
Ohio, 1975.

She is an M. S.W. candidate from the University of Tennessee

School of Social Work and will graduate with a Master of Social Work
Degree in June, 1979.
She previously held positions as a teacher with the Cleveland
Board of Education, The Cleveland Heights-University Heights Board of
Education and the Beechwood School System, Beechwood, Ohio.

While with

the Beechwood School System, she also held the position of a School
Psychologist.
In 1974-1976 she was the Director of the Jewish Student Union on
the campus of Memphis State University .

This campus pro gram was under

the a uspices of the Memphis Jewish Community Center.

Cynthia is pre

sently the Russian Resettlement Coordinator of the Jewish Service
Age:ncy.
Cynthia is married to Mark S. Soloway, M. D . , Associate Professor,
University of Tennessee Center for the Health Sciences.
children, Scott, age 10, and Deann a, age 6 .
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They h ave two

